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PREFATORY tfflTE. 





1853, throe prizes, of £25 r £3, and £8 each, 
were ottered for the three best Catechisms on 
the Principles and Position of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church- Tho competition was 
open to tho entire miembfership of the Church ; 
and tho tmrnuscript to which tho first prize 
-might bo awarded was to bo lt the property oJ 
the projectors, and available for publication 
them/' In the month of Juno, 1851, tho 
adjudicators — the Rev. Stewart Bates, D.D., 
tho Rev. John Graham, aud tho Rev. James 
Ferguson, who had been assumed iu place of 
ho Rev. Andrew Symington, D.I>. f deceased- 
gave their ftWU^l, and adjudged the second 
prae to the writer of the fallowing pages. 




ic author deems it dutiful to &tate/that i 
>Tiis through the kindness of the adjudicator; 



that Iris production was allowed to lio put in 
Competition with the others at all, inasmuch ad, 
from an Attack of illness about a month pre- 
vious to tho time when the manuscripts should 
have been handed hi, ho was nimble to Comply 
with tho condition of the promoter* of tho 
Bchotue, which reijuuvd tho manuscripts to ho 
fotwowlotl on or boforo a certain day. 

Tho following i* nn oxttttct of u hitter ro- 
riM'.r-l hy thi! itnliiiir from Dr. BatCfl, datod 
Ghwgow, Oitobw 111, IHU 

"Tho ndjuilicatorti will cheerfully glva a joint 
recommendation to oaeh of tho CatochUtns, ami tliojr 
will bo happy to seo both publialin-d ; but thoy vrill 
mulorlnlto nothing of suijoriritandeuco or responsi- 
bility on behalf of either production. Tho aJjudi- 
cators have agreed to recommend to Hid prornownt of 
tho scheme to pay to tho writer of tho first CaW- 
chisro, and £10 to tho writer of tho second." 

Tho latter recommendation was complied 
with by tlx* promutors ; but a joint recommen- 
dation from tho adjudicator* was not solicited 
by tho author* 

After allowing his manuscript to lie by for a 
numbor of years — the reason for which delay 



it is not necessary to state — the author would 
W respectfully submit his little work to & 
Christian public, and more cspcciiJly to.tlio 
friends of the Covenanted -Reformation, witib 
the fervent prayer that the God f»f our fathers 
nuiv arise mid plead His own came, and make 
"ton a praise in th« whale earth. 

SAMUEL SIMMS. 



C A T E C II I S M 




CHAPTER I. 



TBE CHURCH. 



Ques. 1. What is the word wed in Scripture, 
which K4 translate Church / 

Ajis. In the Old Testament it is KEL, and 
in the Now Testament cccjana-. 

3. ffxts not the h rm Churcb various signifi- 
cations in the Viiiw Wool ! 

Yes, it has. 1. It is useil to denote the 
Churcli invisible, or the whole number of the 
elect; H, it is used to denote tho universal 
Churcli visible; :5, it denotes a single congro- 
^iition ; and, also, several congregations under 
OiXQ ecclesiastical judicatory. 

0. Is the whole body of the- elect yoken of 
Scripture as the Church? 

Yes; Christ is .said to love the Churcli," to 
he " the Saviour of the body," and to present 
to himself (i a glorious Churcli," &l (EjltfcS. * 

23,27,) 
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4. 7* the Catholic visible. Church, qwftm of 
the Church ? 

Yes; in Acts m fifi, ii, 47, and 1 Cor. xii. 
SS, wo read of ^ the Clunvh in the wilder- 
ncas/ 1 of the Lo»rd "adding to the Ghurcli" 
such as should he saved, and of Goii having 
14 .set in the Church" Apostles, tfc. 

5. /.s i h^ term wed to denoted single congre- 
gation of Chris tin i is? 

Jt is; ns witch WO read of " tho Churches of 
Asift " and 44 the Church in tho house/ 1 

ll. not th« tn'ta (tU$ uppliaf to several 

cpii^egatioaa united undor ono judicatory? 

V. ; in thifl WO90 tHUfit.be understood th 
xpx'cssion "the? Church" at Jerusalem (Act 
Villi 1); and " the Church" at Corinth (1 Cor. 
i. 2), us in these oiliey, it is evident, tllCrO 
cro niorb than one congregation (1 Cor. xiv. -M . ) 

7. Do ire not ui*o ttpph/ the tetvi to a parti- 
cular branch of tiur, Catholic wibte Church/ 

Yes; wo arc (^customed to spoak of 41 the 
Church of Scotland," tho "Froo Chure)t,'' 
ttiis ^ General Assembly of tho Pi^sliytoiinn 
dhurteli in [l-elaud/ 1 (ho 41 Ueformud Presbj- 

8. ft fterd <l»y example hi- Scripture in v:hic 
the term Church is ustd tw tibttvi ? 

I think noi. Ac<»rdmg to the institution 
of Cljrist, tho Church is osv, anion;-? all nation* 
(Kphcs- i\\ 3— i\ and &1 though the erection 
of distinct judicatories may he necescaxry for 



u 



the move convenient edification of the -saint*?, 
" it is the sin mid loss of professed Christians 
to establish distinctions which dest roy the unity 
of the visible) Church/' 

0: Mw; a particular branch of the visible Church 
ordain laws dr esi<M^k a practice, which uuliifttw 
against tho unity o/th* Catholic rUiUr Church? 

Not without behig guilty of virtual .<ohi*m. 

10. Is the JU/oMed Preshjtirittn Church 
guilty of tchhm in maintaininy a position di$- 
iincfjixhn the other Cfturchw hy which she is sur- 
rounded * 

Although tliis hasbeflrt sometimes insinuated', 
the veiy reverse is the case, as no frrjmcli of 
the visihlo CIvurch manifesto agrcdtoi 1 desire 
for Oh ri , I inn union. 

1 1. lltnv does this appear ! 

It. is <:vidont from tho very portion of this 
Church, inasmuch as she professes adhereuco to 
the whule workofLlio^wiid JMonnatioii,yH(i^ 
was commenced and carried on with the »•*- 
press design of securing U unifcrtiiity in religion 
Between tho Ghurdjos of Christ in tho king- 
dom cf Scothuid; England] mid Ireland." 

iy. !h» you look upon the second or Core- 
nnutfd Information, (is Scriptural in itt cha- 




AJthotitfi not jK-rfect, - tyal wprlc (the Gov* 
i^anted Reformation) embodied the noblest re- 
#P$?n <>f Scriptural principle, applied loth 
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civil ami ecclc*sin-stioal ?iffairs, anywhere to 
found since tho days of the " Diviuo tllbo- 
acy over Israel." 

13. In what respect is the adherence of the 
Reformed PrexhyUrlan Church to the caiite of 
the second Rtformalimi) ft friendhj chalfcn*je to 

\er evangelical Churches, to prosecute the sub* 
ject of Christian union ? 

It must bo evident to all thai) were tho 
:iouBCVangoltC4ll denominations in tho British 
IhIoh to fall back upon tliftt Reformation* a high 
degree of union uiul uniformity would bo at 
ico secured. 

14. Would it not be the diky of the Protestant 
hurches to take such a $top'l 

No step that could l>o taken, would ttotyo so 
effectually to revive religion, and roll back the 
tide of Popish aggression which has set in so 
iolontly upon our land* 

5. Dora not tho Emngdical Alluwee serve 
I valuable purpose* thai could he associated 
Uh a revkt/tl of the Dritiih Covemuits? 

iho Jilvaiigcliial Alliance, nkhough a most 
vnluablo association, can never subserve the 
aijocts coiiteniplaUHl l>y iho framera of tho 
British Covenants. This will be manifest if 
ho borne in mind that the Evangelical AlU- 
3 Co i.s a voluntary association of individuuls 
to agred to differ in regard Jo various important 
truths and also to co-operate on the basis f>f 
truths held in common, whereas, in the Re for- 



rnntion accomplished in connexion with, tho 
British Covenants, Uioideasof nationality} and 
to a certain extent, linifonnUy, were kept in 
view. 

10. Might not (h4 'Btangdkal Alliance bp 
made to subserve valuable pnrjfo$c$ f in leading 
hark the tuition to an espousal cf tilt principles 
wnUiined in the- Brithh Covenants ? 

5foa ; this might be accomplished by the 
vai-ious ovongohcftl denominations resolving in 
a prayerful manner, to examine their differences. 
Cooperation, wherein religions bodies figjtoe; 
is not niore necessary than candid exaniinatioii> 
wherein tlioy differ, without which, indeed, it. ia 
not easy to conceive how the prediction of tho 
prophet can be realized, when it is said, " Thy 
watchmen shall lift up the voice, with tho voice 
together shall they sing: for they shall see eyo^ 
to eye, when the fcord shall tringagain Zion." 

17. In the meantime, while there are diverse 
lies of view twion<f the pmfexxed j^optc of dud, 
what is the duly of the resjxettie deiwhiriati&nit 
compowuj the Catholic Church Visible? 

It is their duty to entertain the idea of the 
unity of tho Church, and to •seek after its 
accomplishment ; to bo-operate on common 
ground; "to reform abases and endeavour 
after conformity to tho plan of Church order 
appointed by Christ, that the Catholic Qhurcu 
may attain" to the unity of tho Spirit, ami 
become visibly connected in the bond of peace" 
(Ephcs. ii. 81.) 
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]ft. 7s it not onf of the most important objects 
tlw Ikformtd Preste/tman Church should It&p 
in view, to display to th* nation the principle* 
of the second Refomation ? 

It is ; the aspects of Divine Providenco pre- 
sent a loud call to all who lovo tho good old 
way of our father's testimony, to use every 
approved method to extend a practical know* 
ledge of the principles embodied in tho second 
Reformation — those noble principles wJiiclv. ori 
mora than olio occasion, have served to free 
our land from Popish domination, and which 
will again, \vfl In'lii'vo, oxalt tho British isles 
to a position of high moral and cdligioi^.<Hgnity 
among tho nations of tho earth. 

19. What U the iWujn oj the pmcnl Cate- 
chism? 

^ It is to present a brief but comprehensive 
viow of u the truths held in common with oilier 
Christian denominations, and in particular, 
such as are specially professed and maintained 
by tho RoformnJ Preslyteiian Church, as these 
are founded in the JVord of Cud, develop in 

and exhibited in the Testimony 




CHAPTER 'IT. 

HISTORY OF THE REFORMED PRESBY- 
TERIAN CHURCH. 



20. Can antiquity, in am/ way, affect the 
rifjrte uf truth ? 

Mere antiquity, the idol to which -n ninny 
modem ecclesiastics Low, can add no value to 
falsehood, hut when found ou the siilo of truth, 

it prcteonts u plowing view of tlio Divine faitlf-, 
fulness in preserving the Church in nil gene- 
rations. 

2L Is not the Reformed Prejtytman Church 
one of iftt oldest or father the oldest evangelical 
domination in the British libit 

Yes; notwithstanding surmises to the con- 
trary, this Church am trace her history back 
to tho purest times of the ancient Protestant, 
i V. *byterian, Covenanti-d Church of Scotland. 

23. At what jwriod in her History did the 
Church of Scotland attain to the highest dci/wc 
of reformation ? 

Daring the brief but important period from 
1033 to 1030. 

A 4 
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23, From what -period amy m trace the over- 
throw of the stroud or Covenant id Refortntiiion ? 

From tho restoration of Charles IT. to tho 
British throne, Ko sooner was Ujttt.pcrfidipuH 
monarch restored than he proceeded to the 
overthrow of thp Covenanted Reformation— 
liis oatlas r declarations, nnd promises, being 
violated without scruple ! 

84> What steps inre taken by Charles IL and 
hi* WUMitlWi tOOlWlhti>i9 the Jhfonnalion in 
•'liglttilil ? 

In iIuh country, tho hiontrehy was restored 

Ithout inodificalion P rind tlio Prcstytcrim* 
ministers wero oxpollcd to Make room for the 
grossly orrbnoousand immoral Episcopal clergy. 
The Act of Uniformity, by which 2,000 minis- 
ra were driven from their iloeks in one dny t 

iYote to question^ — Tt must be aftknowlwJjscd that 
eh previous to tin* restoration of Charles II- sevc- 
1 oin'iinHtancfH tended to (bo overthrow of tlio 
second tteformatfpn— riroumttanccft partly connceted 
vltli the conduct of tho Covenanter* tfacintielvcs and 
jvli.M v ir.il ilmi of Others. In i»iiu*ritip njion u war 
with Knnlund in order to rescue Charles !• out of 
Lho IiiumIm of Of ic tarles, and in th^r proclaiming 
hU Hon Charlie II., while abundant e%idcm;r wasnoi 
Wanting of t > L» liontility to tho cauee of Information, 
wm .las. ov< ' mi under attachment on tho part of tho 
Covenantor* to tho house of Stuart, The repeal of 
tho Act of ClnsM'H— giving riSQ t«v thd Dffltt.es of Re- 
ft oLUtioKKtt^ And PftOTEBTOR*— and by which tho 
Imown enemies < >f ihn lteformation were admitted 1o 
places of power and trust, prepared the way for I he 
overthrow of tho civil aftd religion-* liberty of the 
linicon. — (See Act and Testimony, pp. 117— 110.) 



was passed ; oaths and declarations requiring 
the renunciation of the Solemn League, were 
iiapQscd ' the Conventicle Act was framed 
(1064) by which all who attended the ministry 
of the banished ministers wro -subjected to 
heavy penalties and to death itself; and by 
another Act the ministers themselves wero 
forbidden to approach within five miles of any 
jilaco yrhora they had statedly exorcised their 
ministry I 

335. Wlixtt step? ncre taken to accomplish the 
same object in Scotland? 

Without attempting to present an outline 
of the series of iniquities therein c»tabliBhed 
by law,, two acts may be referred to. By the 
Act Itccissory, jdl the meetings of Parliament 
held titled 1040, wore condemned aa illegal, . 
and their proceeding declared null and void ! 
And by another Act, the (.•ovennnted Rufortna- 
tton, and all do'bo in its behalf from 1088 to 
1050, were declared to bo treasonable, and 
even to speak or write on behalf of the work 
of God, was pronounced treason !J 

20. Were the- cruel and iniquitous acts, at 
this li we passed, allotted to remain- ft* a were 
dead tetter upon the statute-book? 

By no moatlB. Kot onlv were the Covo- 
nants burned, in the most public and ignomi- 
nious manner, hy the hands of the common exe- 
cutioner at London, Edinburgh, Linlithgow, 
and elsewhere, but a series of the most bloody 
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tragedies—surpassed in cruelty by none the 
Church ever experience*! — were tasactcd for 
a period of 28 years; iu the face of all Europe! 

27. What teas the character of the mfferings 
to Khich the faithful Covenanters were exposed? 

The cruelties perpetrated on tho martyrs of 
the Covenant were so extremely inhuman and 
brutish that a volume might f.lil to present a 
just idea of them ! Multitudes wore tortured 
and put to death in the most ruthless manner; 
hundreds wore murdered in tho «,>,.,, fidd 
without process of law ; hundreds perished from 

COld. hutlgor, thirst, want of room ami air in 

prisons, by fetters, whipping, tortures, Ac; 
thousand* were bnnisbod to various porta of tho 
Wprld, and many «old as slaves; anil by fines, 
oppressive exactions, burning and casting down 
houses, seizing goods, crop, cattle, Ac., whole 
counties were left desolate \ ** Of lining and 
intnnsoniiig there was scarcely any cessation, 
ami t lie whole framework of government seemed 
converted into a vast court of inquisition.'' 

28. Were the matters on account of vhtch the 

Covenanters Buffered and died <f m re trivial ini- 
irktius ? 

Note tc, yuetlhn 27.~T)uring the 21 years' perse, 
cation, ttborp 18,000 suffered by death, slavery, exile, 
or Uaprilonmont, in the wiclced though vain endoa- 
vour, on tho part of the ruling powers, to destroy 
^Presbyterian Church of Scotland und establish 
iMlftcy on to nm»»— (See Memoirs of tho Church. 
Of Scotland, pp. 290—291.) 
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Far from it. TTipir ndble sufferings arostt 
from a refund to yield to tho umjiudUled supre- 
macy of tho king over the Church and his .ab- 
solute sovereign I. y over the natiou — claims 

which embody the whole esSoBcb and impiety 
of Antichrist nml swallow up the chief rights 
of God fimd num., and wliloh place-*! at the dis- 
posal of an impious monarch, the property, 
liberty, and religion of an entire people! 

2J). TP'Ao w« thejint that Jut up th$ van of 
tilt vohle train of martyrs who suffered at this 
thru for the truth ? 

The first and among tho most renowned of 
those who suffered under Charles II. wen* tho 
Marquis of Argvle, who, ten yours before, had 
placed the crown on the head of tho Icirig, and 
who w*ts put to death May 87, L001 ; the Rev. 
James GutltriOj Who foil a tow days £tft<jr; and 
also the pious and learned Lord Warriston, 
who was put to death July 2.9, LO03, and who 
had been one of the Commissioners from the 
Church of Scotland to tho Westminster As- 

HO. h It not a Mournful fact thht during the 
pxmcutioH umUr the tiro royal hroUu-r^, various 
fjimtioiw operated in $it$ a uwy as to lend to 
serious divmom among th& Pre&bytcriam V 

Yes; among other* may he mentioned tho 
question of ^uLdENCJS, and that r^pecting 
tho propriety of yikj.ding au-kgiakce to the 
existing government. 




HI ; On ptkittt occmiftm wcw Mii of ifidulttoict* 
r»d<tinted during the rthjn of Chirks //.? 

In the yoays um, ftnfl 1070. 

32. What conditions wtr4 attached to thm 
indulgences? 

Tho conditions attached to cnoli were not 
pttrcjsely tho sumo, hut they all came through 
fi polluted channel, ami were fettered with con- 
(litiops wholly inconsistent with ministerial 
freodpm* 

)Vhttt wfdttime of thc*c conditions? 

Tho Privy I'uuiK-il mado choice of tlio 
individual:* to tos indul^d, with their \\<U of 
labour, rotiiovhifl tlicm fit plcswUK!. . (5.) Thoy 
rove not allowed to preach hoyond tho limits 
>f their own pdtislVes, nor to travel oht of them 
without a liwnc©- [3.) Thciy wore commanded 
to hold tlh'ir communion all on tho aamo day, 
not to lecture, and not to admit, into their pul- 
pits any niiriistrr not indulged*: (1.) ThpV 
ivoro required, in tho Icings muni', ixi consti- 

No<c to qtiut ion 3J). — That tho indulgence* grafted 
by Churle* IKwrro KsuMhm nml lViaMi i*» clear 
from lh<5 Hint net of tlio I'urliiiJncnt which Icgalizi'il 
In-rn, in which Ooour iho words — "Arid that hia 
ilirietty Mid lite Btfccossow may settlo, enacts .nml 
iniL i»i|cji constiiutioiiM, nets, fm<t orders COO corning 
Ik- ftctfninUtrAtion of tho external government oi' the 
Church, and Liu: persons employed in the satasi am 
concerning nil ecelt-fciasiienl westing*, Rod batters 
to ho proposed ami cletornmicd thereln /aBthey io their 
royal wisdom slmU think fit."— (S-ee Brown's History 
Ol' tho IndulgMMO, &6i) 




ir 

tutc Sessions and Presbyteries all of whicli 
vrcro hold under the authority of the bishops ; 
uor were any allowed to take eogimnnco of a&y 
ense of discipline, all such cases being reserved 
for the bishop's courts. (See Testimony, p. 1-1-5.) 

&t. Do ice find the vis/nt faithful pa rh/ at lki$ 
time among the majority wh# accepted the ro\ja 
indulgences, or among tlw minority w/*o refused 
such compliances ? 

Those who; rather than relinquish tho claims 
of Irmnanuel to rule as King in his own house, 
were willing to forsako father and mother, Jiouao 
and lands, and all that flesh holcU dear, and 
\vlio on mountains and in glens maintained at 
the hazard of life, their ancient faith in its 
purity, were undoubtedly the true Cove- 
nanted Pit EH B YTK III A N S« 

35. Whm W4 it tfwt the gran question re- 
specting the. propriety of yielding alkgianee to 
the then e.risl'utg government, began to be agitated 
among the suffering Presbyteriwi*? 

About the time of the rising of Both well 
(1079)., a number of tho Covenanters, among 
whom Cameron, Douglas, and Cargill, took tho 

Note U> question !M.— Of tlioso denominated u Cft- 
rimoniflriH" or tho true (Jovcmmters, Hflthuringtori 
observes that u tli-cir principles nnd proceedings bor& 
a closer resemblnnco to those of the first and Secoud 
Reformations, than did tho measures adopted by tbo 
greater number of tho more compliant And larger 
pftrty."— (Soo Hist, of Cb*cf Scotland, p, 171.) 
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\vm\, bocnmo conviiictfd thnt it wna oit.o of (ho 
Bins of the nation to liuvo done horiftgc to the 
oppressor bo long; i%, thoroforo, filter i& 
totuylfcilig paticuc^, renounced, in the most open 
mid emphatic niftiiwer, their nlleghtnoj to \i 
u throjio of iinnuity" which framed mischief by 
a law. (See Psalm xriv. 30.) 

liO. JTW ^/''J mtn faithful party justified 
irt thm cmttrttj off thnr aUrginncc'? 

Most clearly thoy \vovo> The then reigning 

(Charles II.) had violated tivs cpxGttft- 
i\ poijury, tyranny, tylaspbemy wore 
Inscribed on his diadem : urn! nemo hut tho 
most abjooi bIavcs of passive ohodionco coitW 
join in the shout of loyalty or betid the Unco 
in token of reverence. Tho principles upon 
which those acted \vlib cast off their ulh'giancu 
to Charles, wero held by Milton, Owen, 
lluehnnan, Rutherford, and Knox; were em- 
fcodied in tho Solemn League and Covenant; 
and they woro ol'BO avowed =tud acted up6n by 
(he nation at tho Involution in 1086. 




7. ])id tftt Covtlltttiim adopt n»y slips in 
vindication of tho measure* adopted than at 
th I'/n'od alluded to ? 

Yen; thoy <'*nitt<Ml joint declarations at 
l-iwurk ( Hiit'wWlon, and SAii^ulmr. In rok- 
ni i Lo (Hcsio declarations, iHo Reformed Pres- 
i Church asserts Ihut "sho would not 
unttooi) »9 espousing every sentiment 
or expression contained in them, but she i"e- 
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gards thorn as exhibiting u distinct and oner* 
getic view of the true grounds of the pbncling 
contort, ft* displaying hallowed zeal for God, 
surpassing love to Hi* Church, and magnani- 
mous contempt of dnnger. (Hisk/lest. p. 101.) 

li7//xi umm tftf eject of the ojwn renunci* 
aihn of aU&jiancc on the part of the Cownw 

The persecution which followed was greatly 
increased in violence. Nono of tho ministers 
who had been accustomed to preach in the 
fields could ho induced to persovcro in that 
service with the exception of the few who had 
cast oiY the tyrant's yoki\ Jtfid those, one after 
another, sealed their testimony with their 
Wood! 

39. WJuit tctn the ofcamn of the origin of 
(Hp SociHiex or Corre&jwitfmcw ctUhlhhed by 
the Covenantors? 

After tho execution of Donald CorgiU (-Inly 
27, 1081) the scattered but faithful remnant 
being left without teachers who might break 
to them tho Bread of Life, met at Logan 
House, in tins parish of L<$tnaha$ou\ on Decent- 
hi'r In, 1G131, and among other things fanned 
themselves into tho above associations. 

40. Who was the fml minister tvhm Uhoters 
the Society Peojih enjoyed afUr ilis martyrdom 
of Cargili ? 

During tho period from 1081 till 1083, tho 
Society People were without the voice of a 
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faithful pastor, but in tlto lititOf ycixx tfijj 
6ms Mr. Jamos ttonwfckj w|ip had returned 

i Hullurnl, whithor Ins hud gone to cohl- 
plotq his e*lucfltibUi CCCOivcd ft cull from the 
Societies to bccdhie their pastor, nnd iiy this 
godly and most zoulpus youth, tho banner of 
tho Covenant was wuSod filpft onco mora on 
ib mountains ami moot'd of Scotland. 

Wis Jlenwicl Uft alone in his faithful 
tbotirt t 

For n considerable tlmo this wis tho caso, 
but ho w'.va at length joihed by Mr. AWmnl. r 
tthii-hln, u licontiatb; mid also about tho snmo 
tmio the? Uov. Mt&mi Thomas LiuningaMd 
Wm, Boyd, both of whom hud booit educated 
abroad, madu Ihoir Acccsaion to tho Cove- 
nantors: 

42. Were there any attempt* nfrtib during the 
reign of Jame.% KTZ. f to chUtin a wiion between 
th* u Covenanters" ami the "Indulged" Prcs- 
terfaw? 




Y- for this purposo Bbyoral eouJVrence* 
JlflW Ih'Iavi vn tho pe imputed followers of 
Jif-invlr'U ftiul t1)t»i " Indulged /' but thedosirecl 
illlloll WAN found iinpmetionbl i, " Tho larger 
mmI v lilt*] unijOi'hLioniibly yii'LIcil n sinful com- 
'limiv with much that w&s directly subversive 
PriWbytorjtui principles; hut tJioir pride 
Ollld imt allow thorn to acknowledge their 
run i, On Uioothw bund, tho Society People 

or OnmoronSkti^ or more pwporfy tho stiict 
Covenantor^ would not consent to any union 
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without a previous acknowledgment from their 
brethren that they had indeed fallen into 
grievous and sinful defections." (See Hether- 
iugton Plist. Ac, p. 170.) 

43, Were any Acts of Indulgences published 
during the reign of James VI L? 

Yes; three such Acts were proclaimed dur- 
ing tlio year 1687, aud their design most 
clearly vvris to grunt full toleration to tho 
Papists, \yliicli could not he done without 
extending it also to the Fresh)' tenant 

A l. Wkcrin do ire discover the hnmwctl cha- 
racter of the indulgence* granted hj Jatites }If.? 

, These indulgences all proceeded from m 
unscriplural, ErAstiau, and Popish Source, being 
pn: I: nil- (1 11 hy Ins (the kin-;'s) sovereign au- 
thority, pn rogative, royal, atid absolute power, 
winch all his sulyects are to o\ky without 
reserve" They were all connected with tho 
wickcu restriction thut nothing was to be 
preached or taught that- might tend to alienate 
the people from the king's government, or in 
other words, that nothing should bo -spoken 
against Popery or arbitrary pow. j£\ 

USi WJiat were 0& effects of ijie hu!ul(/aices 
f/ranttul by James? 

It is to be lamented that these bribes were 
generally accepted by the Presbyterian ra in in- 
ters; and that a large number of them con- 
curred in sending up to the king a loyid ad- 
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«lves? f expressive of their gratitude for '! hip 
Majesty's gracious and surprising favour," aud 
engaged that thev would " brospryo an entire 
loysiltv in their doctrine mid practice"! On 
the other hand, fi the firm M unyielding Cove- 
nimters, rejected at once any find every indul- 
gence or toleration of man's inalienable right 
to -worship God according to the direction of 
his OWn revealed Word and will* and the dic- 
tates of ail enlightened conscience. Alike 
dafyhlg the tyrant's threats and epurjling his 
favours, they resolved to hold on their un- 
swerving course, to continue their ficM-prcaeh- 
lUgi, and to OpiWSC tii«' iM'ivise of arhitmry 
power on the one hand, ftncl a Course of weak 
and sinful submission on the other." (Heth. 
Hist p. 171.) 

46. Who was the hi&l martyr who suffered 
death vi lehalf of the came of the Covenanted 
Jteformaiion ? 

The Kov. £fcnta Ih>mvir'k, who having wit- 
netted u good confofiyipn, bii tiered martyrdom 
on the 17*41 Of Fo^., 10&8, «g<-l yeaw. 

47. IP/tat remarhilde event occurred in the 
year of Jimwittf* tnflrfyrdtto, 1G88 ? 

TliO J'unious liovolution in which the Popish 
monarch James was driven froni tho British 
throuOi and a Protestant monarch assumed the 
reigns of power, 

48. Did not the nobh strttijylc* of th& pene- 
rutal Cm*tnvtten Uml f in a very material man- 
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net, t? tk-c accomplishment of the lUvdutton of 

Yes, very materially. "Their standard on 
the mountains of Scotland indicated to Clio vigi- 
lant eye of AVilliam that the nation was ripening 
for a change"; and when the Piince of Orange 
issued his manifesto; although, ita circulation 
was prohibited, the Covenantors assisted greatly 
in spreading it throughout the length and 
breadth of the land. .Moreover, on the rumour 
of at) Irish invasion, the Covenantors nrtned 
in do fen co of their country, and when tlio 
Scottish Convention was overawed by the fero- 
cious Clavcrhouso, these bold defenders of their 
country, being specially requesti-d, cumc armed 
to Edinburgh, to resist every outrage. Again, 
in a petition to the same convention, the 
Covenantors petitioned that the Crown should ( 
be bestowed upon William, and on proper con- 
ditions, proforred to him thesir allegiance. And 
in fine, when a civil war was excited by the 
adherents of .Tames, the country was effectually 
succoured by a regiment of u Camcronians" 
raised in ono day, without beat of drum or the 
expenditure oflevv-motHiy! (See Hether, llist. 
pp. 173—177.) 

49. VHiy did the Coretwttten reftm ulti- 
untidy to fall hinilh the conditions of the Revo* 
littion teUlemerit f 

The Covenanters, who were then a small 
minority in Scotland with a few Presbyterians 



in the North of Ireland, were compelled to 
decline the fellowship of tho "Revolution Church 
and als# to protest against the Slate* bocauso 
in the Revolution settlemeirt the attainments 
of the Becond Information were almost wholly 
overlooked, and constitutions subversive of 
those thoy were sworn to preserve, were set 
np. The Covenanters wore accustomed to 
speak of tho Revolution aettlement us tho 
prnvc-Btouc placed upon tho work of the second 
Reformation I 

CO. r/«M fflporittiO* con/irwi'fl thfi conwltms 
of ih estimate token, hy the Coirwtntn't, of the 
Revolution seltkmcnt ? 

Yes; in tho recent conflicts with tho Law 
Courts, of those who now constitute the Free 
Chnreh of Scotland, wo have a remarkable 
illustration of the correctness of the new taken 
by our fathers in respect to the Revolution 
settlement; for, while in those noble Struggles 
the Seccders from tho Revolution Established 
Church of Scotland, wore Scripluraliy right, 
they were loyally find constitutionally wrong- 

ftL What imppffant eymt took jdace in the 
yetit after (he ttHirUjrdom of Rcnwickf 

The British Covenants wore renewed (March 
8, 1081)) at Borland Hill, in Ij^iimhagow, on 
which occasion tho assemblage was very large, 
the How Messrs? Shields. Linning, and Boyd, 
pteaided; and u revival of religion seems to 
have toon e^penoiie«t. 
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5% 7Fa$ the comparative prosperity cnjoyt'd 
by tht Church in connexion ivitk tfris act of 
CozmoMt mmaSiQni of tyng continuance? 

Alas ! no. The faith of the Church was 
'severely tried, soon after thifcacc of renovation, 
by the defection of Linuing, Boyd, and Shields, 
to tho Revolution Church, and the u Society 
Pcoplp" wore left without :i minister for a period 
of sixteen years, 

53. JToivthd the " Smeftcs'* wnduct tliemr 
selirs during this loitg interval? 

They continued to act in their former capa- 
city until their prayers for a faiLhful minister 
were answered by the accession to their cause, 
in tho year 1700, of the Rev. John M'jMillaa, 
from the Establiahed or Revolution Church. 

Ct. What other niinUW made atemfon to the ' 
" Socidit%" soon, after Mr. M'MilUn / 

Mr. John M'NexU, a licentiate, and although 
never ordained, he laboured faithfully as a 
preacher till his death, Dec. 10, 1732. 

55. When and ly whom was the AucJuwawjh 
Renovation conducted? 

Tho renovation of the Covenants at Auchen- 
saugh, n<w Douglas, took placo in 1712, and 
tho ministers by whom it was conducted were 
tho Rev. John M'Mflhm.nnd Mr. JobnM'NeUL 
Tliis renovation was entered into with a view 
to the fresh instances of the nation's ftpostacy 
presented by tho Incorporating Union with. 
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England, in 1707, and tho restoration of 
patronage in 1711, tmd also as a mean* of 
confirming the faith of the Church, and of 
Riving h public testimony for tho causo of 
Scotland's reformation. 

5(5. What raiders the year 1743 an important 
era in the history of the Covenanting Church? 

On the first day of August, in that year, at 
Brachcad, in tho parish of Camwoth, tho 
Key. Matin. M'Millah and Nairn (from tho 
■ r. . ..;.,)! ChurclA with a few ruling ciders, 
oon»tituto<l UiomBOlvoa into a Chureh Court, 

under the name of tho Rkfokmi d Puksuytkky, 
from wliich appellation the Informed Pmby- 
Uriah or Covenanting Church, has sinco been 
known. 

57. Do Covenanters at Inch much importance 
to th$ appellation "Reformed Presbyterian/' as 
applied to their Church/ 

T think not. Cm< nnnters believe that tho 
disciples were Called « hri*tiuns first in Arituwh 
(Arts jci. S0)( Olid liny would greatly rejoice if 
ih\ \ origin ul designation would sullkv uuivcrs* 
(illy nt tho pro ont day. At the same timo 
they believe that OB the designation Protestant 
beriimo accessary from the Antichristion as- 
sumptions of Popery, and that of Fredytcrian 
partly from the haughty pretensions of prelacy, 
s.>. in like manner, the* epithet REFORMED y$& 
rightly assumed -by our fathers, not as a 
hunghty assumption of mere superiority, hut 
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as expressive of attachment to the whole of 
the Scriptural attainments of the second re* 
formation. 

58. Did not Ihe Reformed Presbytery, soon 
after it* vonstUuihm, proceed to an Act of Cove- 
nant Benovation? * 

% us ; in the year 17-15, two years after the 
formation of the Presbytery, the Covenants 
were, oneo more; renewed tit Cmvfordjohn, 
in Lnniirk^hire. 

59. What tu;o wmtft in connexion with (he 
Reformed Fretbyterian Church, distinguished the 
year 1761? 

Jn that year, the 14 Act, Declaration, and 
Testimony" of the Reformed Presbyterian 
Church was emitted, and in tlic same year, 
tlto Church in Irkland first received the benefit 
of a settled ministry. 

00- Had any ministers of the Reformed Pr«- 
hjterian Church, gwdctied in Ireland, previous 
to 1701 ? 

Yes; Rev, Messrs. Alex. Marshall and Mr. 
Main liad been ordained and sent to Ireland 
to confirm the brethren there; ami Mr. McMil- 
lan, himself, had. nt least on one occasion, 
preached 5u the neighbourhood of Ballymona, 

15 L JIoiv teas the cause of the Covenanted 

Note to question 59. — Tho historical part of the 
(OUimony was drawn up by fhA IU'V. John CourUiss, 
and tho doctriual part by tho Rev. John Thorbura* 
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Reformation preferred in Ireland before the 
Church in that country enjoyed the benefit of a 
Milled mhiislrj/f 

From iCaS till 1701, llie Church in Ireland, 
09 their brethren in Scotland hurt done* main- 
tained Christian folio wship, by means of re- 
ii<jk>w societies or prayer meeting** 

CQ. Were not these societies visited, on several 
ocmsions, by minister;* and licentiates from Scot* 
land? 

Yea; so early as 1070, nnil on vurimis oocji- 
nii>ns till tho close of dventful lifoi the cele- 
brated Alexaudoi' Pedctt, visited and watered 
tho scattered adherents of tho Covenanted 
Keibnnation in Ireland ; and after the Revolu- 
tion* when Shields, tinning, and IJoyd, had 
forsaken their testimony, tho Rev. David Hous- 
ton, returned from See tland, an d laboured 
among the societies till his death, in 1(11)0. 
At a subsequent pnrioch Mr. Thomas Cutbbcrt- 
Bon> and ftfr. J<rfin Cameron, wore sent over 
from Scotland to confirm the brethren ; and 
shortly iifb'nvards. Mr. William Martin was 
SOttlou for sumo thtio at Kollswater. Aided by 

niiniHtorn troth Scotland, Mr. ^lartin dispensed 
tho Lord's Supper at Donegoro, and also at a 
place near Dewy* &<& 

05. Who teas the first. rnmisUr permanently 
opdoiiied over arcyidurhj organized congregation 
in Ireland ? 
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Tliu Rev. Matthew Linn or Lynd, who was 
ordained on the 21st August. 1701, as stated 
pastor of the Reformed Presbyterian Congrega- 
tion at Vow, near Rasharkin. In 1765, two 
other ministers wore or Joined in Ireland, 
Messrs- Win. James, at Breads and Daniel 
X. M'CIelland, atLaymore, near Ballvmena ; 
so that IfaQ Church iu Ireland was soon rendered 

mdependent of th e ministrations of the Scottish 
brethren. 

01. When jw the first Presbytery consUtuted 
in Ireland? 

Until 1702, the Covenanting ministers in 
Ireland acted in the capacity of a committor 
of the u Scottish Presbytery," but in thnt year 
tin* committee constituted them&elvea into a 
Preshyterial Capacity, on the looting or the 
Covenanted Testimony of the Church of Scot- 
land. Thr I/hist Pin'snYTKiiY in Ireland con- 
sisted bf five or six ministers. 

05. At irhat jwriod teas iltel&fo nw.-tl I'mby- 
Urian CUwrch organized in North America ? 

During the persecutions in Scotland many 
Presbyterians who had been compelled to Hoc 
their native land, found an asylum in America. 
These exiles and their descendants formed 
themselves into praying societies, when such 
was practicable; and in 1748, they hold a 
meeting at which the Covenants wewi re- 
newed. Being deserted by Mr. Craighead, 
whose labours they had enjoyed for some time, 

n <1 
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the united societies in that country t after being 
six yoars without a pastor, iim>6rtuned tho ' 
Sottish Presbytery for aid. In accordance 
\yith their urgent request, Presbytery gent to 
the societies in America, in thy Rev. 

Thomas CuthbertsoUj who; for a period of 
twenty years, was the only minister who dis- 
played a banner for the whole of the Cove- 
nanted reformation, on the American Con- 
tinent 

00; In ultat tjear was the first Presbytery 
Dstitutrd in America? 

In 1774; and this first Preshytcry consisted 
of Kbr. Messrs. Cuthbertsorij Linn, and Dob- 
bin; with riding elders Tho luv. &fessr& 
Linn and Dobbin, were from the Church in 
Ireland. 

07. What rtndm the year 1811, memorable 
in the aauafo of the JUJormal P< mbyte r'utn 
Church? 

In tins year TlJBEB Okm wax. Synods were 
constituted in the threo sister Churches of 
Scotland! Ireland, and America— iiU adhering 
to the same Scriptural testimony:! The first 
meeting pf 11 The Itofonried Presbyterian Synod 
of Jivlmnl" hold at Cully hacky, near 

Bidlyinona, on the 1*1 of May, 1811. 

08. From the past history and present posi- 
tion of these Churches, hate we not m uch reason 
for tha)ikfulnfs$ to the Most High ? 

Most certainly. Amidst much privation, 



31 

various changes, and mimy difficulties, the 
good band of God has been with them hitherto*, 
and the labours of a faithful ministry in. 
America, Scotland, and Ireland, hftVo been 
blessed with a steady and encouraging increase 
of the membership of the respective Churches* 
"The Lord hath done groat tHings for us, 
whereof wo are glad ; turn again our captivity* 
0 Lord, as the streams in the South." (Psalm 
exxvi. 8 — i„J ' 

Ofl. What is tht present position of the lit/or* 
mcd Prahyterian Church in Scotland? 

She consists of nix Presbyteries, has thirty- 
four ordained mhristbrs, and nn encouraging 
mmdicrof liiinitiiit.^ find young men attending 
the Theological Hall and the different uni- 
versities. She haw also a number of mission- 
aries — Ot-0 among tin; Jews in London, ono 
among the natives of New Zealand, aud ono 

iu the New Hebrides. 

70. f}fhat is the pnxdnt 'position oj'iho Church 
in America? 

It is painful to be under tho necessity of 
Stating that, in 1833, a division took place in 
the American Church, chiefly with mspect to 
tho propriety of owning the United Statc3 
Constitution. <* The Reformed Presbyterian 
Synod of North America, 1 ' or those who adhere 
faithfully to the principles of the Covenanted 
lleforaiatioii, consign of five Eyosbyterios, coin- 
posed in all of between fifty and sixty minis* 
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tors. There is also a Theological Seminary 
mid Home Mission Scheme, under the super- 
intendence of Synod. 

71. What is (lie present potttlcn of the Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church in Ireland'} 

In connexion with the Reformed Prosby- 
terirni Church in Ireland there are thirty-eight 
congregations and missionary stations, four 
Presbyteries, and itt>ptiy-»te ordained ministers, 
including an Irish tai^aiounry, and four mis- 
sionaricsin the British Nm-th American colonies. 

72. At regarfo the Church in Trd»nd t what 
partimfaroccurrem &iithvjUishe« the year 1853? 

At u hpn'inl ini etijlg of Synod, held in 
October of Una year, at Dorvpck, near Bally- 
moncy, the British Covenants -wore solemnly 
renewed in » Bond, adapted to the present' 
times. Scvtnt*m ministers, two licentiates, 
and thirty-four ciders appended their names 
to the Act of Covenant Renovation. The 
example set by Synod, in 1853, has aineebeen 
followed by a large majority of the congrega- 
tions of the Church. 

Not* to qutitlw 71.— Tho lover of Zioirjs. pence 
and unity cannot but. regret the melancholy division 
wWch look place in the Irian Synod, in 1 BIO, when, 
us the ultimate crisis of a protracted controversy on 
the question of the magistrates power ei«fl..J«fa» 
JIyo ministers, live elders, end eight conmn-iMorierH, 
laid ou Synod's table a Declinature, and withdrew 
frooi under the yimmliction of Synod. Tho " Eastern 
Reformed Preabyterinn Synod" oonsibLs of two Pres- 
byteries, nine congregations, and five ndni3ter& t 
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7S. When wlteitw, worthy of partiaihr ohwr* 
nation, have -recently hen primed and partly 
carried #t<t by fto Trim Synod? 

In 1954, a Divinity llall f /or tho training 
of Theological students, was established to be 
conducted by two professors — one for Syste- 
matic, and tlieotborfor ftxcgcticnl ftnd Pastoral 
Tlioobgy; n plan for tho better suppoi't of the 
Gi)8pel Ministry, 1ms been introduced; a mis- 
aion to Australia has been proposed, and is 
still in contemplation ; and a mission to the 
Native Irish has been actually established. 

Note to question 73.— Tho flrat missicmnry to Aus- 
tralia, Rrotu ilie Church tn Ireland, \vus ordedni'd 
August ia f 1S&7. 
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0 H A P T E R III. 



DOCTRTN'KS PROFESSED BY THE 
REFORMED PRKSBYTKK1A2C CHURCH. 



74. h it nurrcly ly an hiitotical retrospect 

that you fnxce <t connexion fotMin th< llcfniU'd 
Vr,\hjt<:rhin Church, ami the Church «j the 
Second Reformation'! 

This connexion may .also be discovered by a 
comparison of the doctrines believed, the practice 
inculcated, and the relations .sustained by tho 
Reformed Presbyterian Churchj with thouc of 
itlie Church of the Second Itcformation. 

7o. What are the doctrine* embraced til th' 
Church's creed? 

It ifl evident that it would be quite impracti 
cable even to name indmdoally, all tho doc- 
trines embraced in tho Church's creed: ^ ben.ee, 
iu oi'dor to give ft diytinct reply to this ques- 
tion, it will be necessary to havo recourse to 
classification, and thus present the doctrines 
in one view. 

76. What mode of classification thall you 
adopt? 



35 

I shall adopt that mode of classification 
which seems the most accurate, comprehensive, 
and Scriptural ; that is, I shall show that tho 
doctrines held by the Reformed Presbyterian 
Gbttrbh are Scrip(an/I, Evmgelie^ Prot&Umt, 
Presbyterian, Covmantiny, and that they have 
a regard to man in his civil relation*, 

77. By this mode of classification! do you 
intend that each of the doctrines hid by the 
Reformed Presbyterhm Chtreh, are posxmcd of 
th4 av&ve 9UQ distinct qualities? 

No, I do not. I intend that, while all tho 
doctrines of the Church may, in common; ho 
placbfl under tho first category (*\<?. that they arc 
nil ScRiPTUKAL)they may also all bo subdivided 
and placed mulct their respective divisions of 
Evangelical, Protestant, Presbyterian, Cove- 
nanting, and having a regard to man in his 
civil relations. 

78, Why do you no! follow the modcof chmv 
fictition wtygeded by tho words partioui.ak or 
piSIIKOtFiSHlKOj as applied to some of the doctrine* 
of the Cluii'ch? 

Because such a mode of classification is 
vague and unsatiefactory, and even, in some 
measure, unscriptural. 

7ft. How can this be shown? 

Tho jMHicular or dhiinguhhiny principles of 
the Covenanted Reformation are not so deno- 
minated from anything in themselves but ft cm 
the fact J hat others oppose or weglcet them ; but 



30 



the errors of men are numerous and various ; 
and hence it follow* thuL a uiodo of classifica- 
tion suggested by arty ono class of error*, will 
leave a high degree* of yrtgueiiess as rcgwdd 
the Church's testimony in connexion with 
other classes of errors, &c. 

80. Yfyi consider, then, that the proper way 
iV to follow a mode of cl/imficathn which* white 
it presents the tririh in positive Q$]>ect 9 fW laid 
down in the BUAe 9 at the same time furnishes a 
1mm on which to cfyet the terthnont/ of the 
Church , tf.< oppbtid to every gjweies of error ? 

I do. Wliilo present, outstanding $ and pre* 
ratting errors aro to bo made tho special ol>jceta 
of the Church's testimony, tho whole truth is 
also, as Providence givey a particular call, to 
bo employed in the way of testimony, against 
every oj>posii)g error. 



5 f. c t 1 0 x t . 
cocTRiNEs ok tub nrrouMKD presdiiehian 

GllUJiCH — SCKlFTURAJj* 

81. Tffliat u the supreme and all auiftoratetive 
standard- of Doctrine and Practice jnrfmed by 
' the Covenanting Church? 

Tho Woiu> ok God ; u to the law and to tho 
testimony ; if they speak not according to this 



37 

word, it is because thcw is "0 light in thorn." 

ijm viiL so). 

83. Is not what itw immortal ChxttinguorlJi 
said of the religion of Protestants generally, 
emphatically true of the religion of Covenanters, 
that u the Bible, the L&Me i>nly isf iho religion 
of Protestants?" 

Yes; "Not the tradition of men; not the 
authority of Pope, Prelate, or Prince; not sup- 
posed a^n/eabloncaa to reason and the fitness 
of things; not venerably antiquity; not fasci- 
nating novelty; not present expediency ; not 
even the authority of the Church, but the re- 
vealed will of Christ is the immediate authori- 
tative and ultimate reason of tho Church's 
faith and ordinancea"* 

Bf3. The Word of God being alone achiov:- 
ledycd at SUPREME, in what sense are the West- 
minster Confession of Faith, the CateeJuwns, 
Ikttjer and shorter, tfa, said to be standards of 
the Church? 

Only in a subordinate sense — the Bible is 
held, in till thing.*, to he absolutely supremo. 

$L Can an intelligent member of the Church 
attempt to prove any doe trine ; a$ true cr fatse, 
on the authority of the subordinate tUtndardx? 

No; subordinate standards, being simply a 
united declaration by the Church of what is 
believed to be the mind of God revealed in tho 
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scriptures, while thoysubsoirva »niiuy valnul.le 
pin-pesos, caunot be appealed to as ultimate 
and authoritative proof. 

85. What is tJu laHQitage of the "Confession 
of Faith," on this subject. 

It is as follow;-; : " tho Supreme Judge, by 
whom all controversies of religion are to be 
determined, and all decrees of councils, opinions 
of anoiont writers, doctrines of men, and private 
spirits^ urn <o bo examined, ami in whose sen- 
tence wo nre to rest, can be no other but the 
Holy Spirit speaking in the Scripture."* 




SECTION IJ. 
DOCTRINES OF TUP. RKKOBMHD rRITSBYTEIUAN 

church — uvAxarcLiCAi.. 

8ft. What h the import »f the word Evan- 
gelical? 

" Evangel" was the word used at the time 
>f tbq Reformation for" Gospel," and was ''win 
the Latin Etitngelium, which latter term was 
the word employed as the translation of a 
Greek wool, which means "good news.!' 
llouco evangelical truth simply intends 

• Confession of Faith, Chap. I. 
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" Gospel" truth — the truth whichmakes known 
the way of man 'a recovery from tho ruins of 
thdlalL 

87. Are mi the truths set forth hy thi* pre* 
aons v:crd 9 all-important and glorious? 

Most certainly; although nil truth is im- 
portant* and tho docriue, worship, disciplines 
fthd government of the Church are nil to lie 
loved and contended for; at tho same time, it 
is undoubtedly true, thut the most glorious 
truth — the most faithful sayiug — ever uttered 
to a guilty world, is that announced by tho 
Apostle, when He oxclaixns "This h a faithful 

saying, and worthy of all acceptation, that 
Christ Jesus came into the world to Have 
sinners." (1 Tim. i. 15). 

88, Wherein do we discover the great import' 
<MC6 of the evangelical doctrine*? 

The great truths connected with man's fall 
(Gen. iii. 1 ; Cor. ,w. 21, 22); tho person of tho 
Saviour; hialovo, labours, sorrows, And 'loath ; 
the saving and sanctifying power of the Ito- 
dcomo/g blood us applied to the guilty soul by 
tho Divine Spirit (1 Tim. iii. 1*1; John xvii. 
23; xvii. 4; Matt, xvii. 1—10; 1 John 
i. 7) ; the unspeakable frecness of tho everlast- 
ing Gospel, and all the Divine graces that flow 
from a living union to the one living head 
(Igaiaii Iv. 1— 3 ; Gal. v. 22—21); these doc- 
trines are not only infinitely important in them- 
selves, but they also serve as a vinadum to 
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bind together in love oil evangelical Christians 
throughout the whole world, although found 
in connexion with various ecclesiastical denomi- 
nations. (John xvii. 

SO. Did not the rvmif/cUcal dodrints, and 
especially that of justification by faith, lie at ifo 
foiuidaiion of the PfoU^UtntB^hnmiion through- 
out Europe? 

Yes; the power and might of that great 
ivligioua revival, consisted, under Go{J, i J| its 
ro-cxhiWtion of Iho saving doctrines ftf the 
Gos|i<-l r and especially lluit, of M jU«tiflCation 
by faith," which has been well dflM#VQt<jd by 

Luther — ,y «rticuluB Btttndis vol crtdoiitia ccolo- 
was " — th« test of tt itandwy or a fitting church. 

00. Had On- JiyjormcM of the Second Refer* 
Motion an equal regard to iJw doctrines of grace? 

Tea; it seems to be undeniably true, that 
no religious, revival recorded i" history; pre- 
Bi rita us with a greater fulness of Gospel truth 
than the Second or Covenanted Reformation. 

01. Uoxc does thti appear? 

\l is numifvsl from the fervent personal 
jtiriy, <if the great majority of thoso who were 
instrumental in achieving the work of the 
Second Information, and also from the doc- 
trinal Hjmbols of that Reformation, wherein 
there is a very clear exhibition of the doctrines 
of grace and salvation. (See Conf. of Faith, 
Chapter on Justification; Larger Catechism, 
ites. 70 — 73 ; Shorter Cat,, Ques. 33, &c£jj 



G2, 1$ it true, then, that f/r<i 'heroes of the 
Martyr Church of Scotland, vho, in (he lanes of 
persecution, embarked thrir nil in the came they 
had expound, suffered and died for mere trans- 
ccndcntalisms — truths of no practical valuo? 

Nouo can my so who are at all acquainted 
■with their doctrines and habits ; Jar, while in 
tfccil testimony they embraced a very exten- 
di v.*: range of truth, it was the M blessed cvangd" 
thntlod them forth to the mountains and moors 
of their native land, at the hazard of losing all 
things, oven life itself. 

03. Is h no t highly prohahh Owt, in later 
times, the labours of Reformed Presbyterian, 
ministers in Scotland have hem hltssed as a 
means of displaying a fanner for truth, an re- 
fjards other re I iy ions bodies ? 

Yoa ; it is highly probable. For above a cen- 
tury, the full and faithful displays of the Gospel 
rnnde from place to place and time to time, by 
Covenanting ministers in Scotland, have been 
instrumental, we hard no doubt, in the hand of 
the Divine Spirit, in preserving a love for evan- 
gelical religion in that country: nay, it might* 
perhaps, bo shown that those labours may 
have had no unimportant relation to the recent 
secession of the Free Church. 

9-1. 7* their reason to believe that the labours 
of Covenanting ministers in Uhter have, during 
lh# last fifty year*, been productive of similar 
beneficial return? 

c 
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With regard to the North of Ireland, there 
in little doubt but that tho Reformation of Foe Led 
in the Synod of Ulster wheal Animism was 
cast out, and a Irigiier tone of fooling maoi- 
iV-stt'd in regard to the Westminster Confession 
of Faith, was at least in part, promoted by the 
doctrinen and practices of the Kefonned Freshy* 
tcrifiw Church. One thing is quite Manifest ; 
that measures of reformation recently attained 
tp in other Presbyterian bodies, both in Scot- 
land nntl in the North of Ireland, have been 
approximations to tho status occupied by the 
Itefonnotl Church. 14 Who lenoweth whether 
thou art como to the kingdom foif Btich a tittio 
ay this?" 



6 ): C T I O N III. 

DOdTlINES OP THE nnFOP.MT.O ITlKSUTTK JIIAN 
GHUKCII — I'BOTESTAXT. 

05. What is throritjln of ihe v^Proteatflnt? 

Tho word bad itn origin in consequence of a 
pjim'm ;.i entered by tho German Reformers 
ngfilnstn decree of tlu» Diet of the Empire, held 
in 1620, nt Spired, prohibiting the peopta 
from abolishing the nm^, or rnnking any in- 
bpyaUbnsin religion.* A Protestant, therefore, 
is one who protests against the errors of Popery. 

• S«o Robertson's History of Charles vol ii- t pp. 
Jtf p 88. 
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90- What any th* naum of tho chief Protts* 
ttitit fififormtrs of Europe? 

The names of the chiof Protestant Reformers 
in EuropO are, John "WicklilT, in England; 
Luther and 3d elancthon, iu Gennauy ; Calvin, 
in France and Geneva ; John Hnss and Jeromo 
of Prague, in Bohemia; Zuinglo, (Eeolampudius, 
nnd laurel, of Switzerland; and John Knox, of 
Scotland. 

97. What k that &ra 9 hi the history of th$ 
Church of Scotland, beluwn the y^ars 1500 and 
1593, usually called? 

Tho em of tho First REFoawATros. In 
tho former year (15150) the authority of tho 
Roman Pontiff was renounced, and a Confes- 
sion of Faith and a Hook of Discipline drawn 
up and adopted ; and in tho latter year (1502), 
an Act wan passed, sometimes called Tub 
Ghkat Cmaktku ov the Ciiuncn of Scotland, 
by which the General Assemblies, Synods, 
Presb^terios, and Sessions of tho Church weru 
ratified. In opposition to all Statutes, tote, 
and Laws — civil, canon, or municipal — inado 
to tho contrary.* 

Ijtptf to qutttion 07. — That |>nrt or tho Act of Par- 
liament of 1502, which formally abolUh&l Popery, 13 
very cxpr^sivo, and it is to be hoped that Ita tmth 
shall bo .verified in oil time coming: — rl Quhilb(ono 
of tins old laws OHtabl^liing Popery) his Majesty aod 
K^tutifl foresaids dcchiris to bo oxpyrit in the self, 
and to bo mall in tyme earning, and of nauo avail], 
fotcCj nor olTccl/' 

• See Cnldemo-od, Spot=woo:1, and nolhorington, 
pp. 53, 64. 
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08, Wliat Acai the era of tie Second Refor- 
mation in Scotland ? 

Tho period from 1038 to 1 0 10, melusavo. 

fl9. W r Arf{ *ra.s the occasion of fA* Stxond 
Jtfforsnation7 

For ft period of 40 'yews, previous to 1C38, 
it Vr'tus manifestly tlie design of the ruling 
powers, in Church und St\\b\ to assimilate 
tin? Church of Scotland to that of England, 
told l^otli to that of Komo. An OlidlCBS variety 
of iji'sjiotin courscfl woro adopted to crush the 
spirit of tin; [Xioplo; btittbo orifiH wnspro<hnvd 
by the iniquitous Attempt of Chnrli-u L and \m 
raiiiionH to forca upon the Church of Scotland 
ft Liturgy And a Book of I'lc-olcsiasticul Canona 
— the former of which lore a nearer resem- 
blance to tho Romish Breviary than oven tho 
Church of England Prayer Book, ami hy the 
latter the whole ecclesiastical polity of the Scot- 
tish Church was overturned I 

100. dm you prwmt an outline of the 
various jto/wr of reformation rffv&Ud betiMcn the 

Yc* ; tho ProsbytoHan form of Church 
ovcrmnont wnw restored in its purity : and in 
ailditiou to various other important nets, tho 
jyiyo Articles of Perth woro regaled ; * tho 

• Tho Five Articles of Parth arc, Kneeling ft t the 
SftCrnnicnti tile Private Adniiimtmlton of tfaprisn^ 
Pnvfttc Comnuinknling ; iho Observation of Iloli- 
iluyft; aud Confirmation. 
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Service Book, Book of Canons, Book of Ordina- 
tion, the civil places and power of Churchmen, 
the High Commission Court, and EjN^opacy 
itself, as opposed to the Bible and abjured by 
tho Covenant, together with the corrupt As- 
eettiWios by which they had bech sanctioned, 
were all condemned and swept away ! 

101. Do yon consider the First or Steond 
fyfdrmation Hie more thoroughly Protestant? 

Tho Second Reformation was the more 
thoroughly Protesbuil, inasmuch as iL BWCpt 
away in a most effectual manner, not only tho 
marked abominations of Popery, but also tho 
more insidious corruptions of Popish Prelacy, 
which for a period of 10 years hud produced 
such bitter fruits in tho Church of Scotland. 

102, Is it not cmnmon to hear pcrtom, while 
tweaking of the variety deiwninatioM in tfw.se . 
taints, designating the Church of England as 

Note to quctlion 100.— Tho foundation of nil tho 
fiituro attainment* in connexion witb the Second 
Reformation, was laid in the famous Glasgow As- 
Boaibly of 1038. This Assembly met on tho 21st of 
November of that year, ami Alexander Henderson, 
thu Knox, of tho Second Reformation, was elected 
moderator. Notwithstaudiug groat opposition , on 
the part of tllO Royiil Comrni^NioiUT, the Awerohly 
proceeded with thoir labours till a Ke formation waft 
accomplished moro perfect. than any of which wo read 
in ecclcfciiialkn] history. 

KpH to question 101.— The First Reformation wa* 
by uo means perfect lu relation to some of its de- 
fects, sco Act and Testimony, pp. GO, GT^liibtoricoI 
Part. 
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tttt Protestant Church, in contrast to others 
(fcsignaltd Dissenters? 

Yos, and with great impropriety, inasmuch 
n.s lbo Church of Eii^aiid is; porhafsi the 
least Protestant of nil tho cvitngeiical denomi- 
nations ! With r^Rhvd to her gpvbroittont, tho 
Popish hierarchy is iflmOst wholly retained. 
In tho f-orvices for tho visitation of the sick 
and tho hurinl of the- dead, tho loaS'GU of Popish 
error Abundantly manifests itself. And abot'O 
nil. (h«- pi'flcticjS worldng of tho Bystpin, both 
in former and nvo&out tinVc9 f coriflrins tho 

ehrdwd Observation of Milton, thai. V Pivhicy 
bus id ways boon tho stirrup by which Anti- 
christ has vaulted into tho saddle/' 

103. Whinin dpwe diwyvcr the Protestantism 
qf the Jttftirwd Pri^lyUt^ Cfatfch f 

In her doctrinal Hjinb^ls, and in her cc- 
closiiistlcal Hiatus or position. 

104. Arc th$ dqciriwl itaiidard^ of tfo 
Jlrfmued Prcslyicritin Church Protestant in 

their cJittracUff 

yes; in aii emiitynt dc(#oo« Tho Nat!0\fd 

Covenant of Scotland con tain a the moat Biic- 
riiii t and oopjpfcto condemnation of Popeiy 
contained hi any language; tho f< oxtir^^6n" 
of Popny, Ao M forms part of one of 0ibarfcicle8 
of tho Solemn Ltolgup ; the Goiifossion of Faith 
and Catechisms tacitly condemn all the errors 
of PojK?ry; and in various statement of tho 
Confession/' l?bp$ry is expressly denounced; 

J 1 
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and it is only npcdssary to refer to the u Testi- 
mony" of tho Church; to convince the inquirer 
that it too is framed with a view to the uncon- 
ditional condemnation of the Roman Anti- 
christ. , 

105. How /s the Protestantism of the 7?4- 
fqrmd Presbyterian Church discoverable fr&M 
her position ? 

Tho position assumed hy the Reformed 
Presley tori an Church manifest* a more tho- 
roughly Protostitnt spirit than that evinced by 
afliy other of tho British Churches* This i* 
evident from her adherence to the whole at- 
(ainmenUof the Second ReformatipDj inphurch 
and State, and also from her refusal to ac- 
knowledge, as the moral ordinance of Clod, tho 
British Constitution, which supports and couu- 
touauees, in such an emphatic manner, tho 
great Anticliristian Apostaoy. 

10 1>. Do i/tm cotwthr (hit the position as- 
mtne4 % '/«* Informed Prexht/terian Church U 
cui^hhrof ample vindication Irttlifrom the Word 
of God, and uhofrom the present position of 
affairs, civil and tcclmatiicf 

Most certainly. This is treated of in another 
chapter; hut it may be hero remarked, that if 
Britain is to he saved at all from the dread 
vortex of Popish ascendancy, it must be by a 
Pro&stanlivn of a sterner and mora Scriptural 
character than much of that which now as- 
sumes tho nam's. In order to this, so dosmddu a 

o 4 
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consummation, the Eynngcli€*lCliurohc9 must 
not only proclaim the whole truth, but also 
illume a position of firm, Scriptural, practical 
protest against u tli»* throne of iniquity, winch 
fhmK-th mischief by a lawl" (Pa, .\civ. 201) 



8 K 0 T I O N IV. 

DocnusKB of Tin: hupormcd press YnutrAX 

CIIUUCII — PllhSUYTKlMAK* 

107. What us the origin of the tcord Presby- 
terian? 

Prcahyter is a term of official authority, 
applied, in the New Testament, to the teach- 
ing and ruling elder; and Presbytery in used 
(see 1 Tim. iv. 14) to denote an assembly of 
Presbyters; hence, the word PtvthyUrian has 
been very commonly um-.I to designate the 
government of tlur Church, according to that 
model which id] true Presbyicriitw acknow- 
ledge to Uj of Divine right and original 

108. What it the history of Pn^hyterianism? 

The history of Pxcsbyterianism leads us 
back into a deep antiquity. " Eldore': — men 
of wisdom and experience — existed among the 
Covenant people of God, while yet in a state 
of bondage in Egypt (see Exod. in. 10), previous 
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to tho establishment of the ceremonial economy. 
Moses clioao "wise" and "nblo men" out nf 
the tribes of Israel, ami made tbom rulers over 
ikou$(md* t hundreds, Jiftks, and (Exod. 
xviii. 25, 20) and tlioso ruins ; are almost 
always in the Old Testament Btylcij f'eldera"; 
mid under the Old Testitmcut economy, the 
essential principles of Prosb^crianism tfere 
established.* 

100. Do W0 wof jtfwd fAi Pri'sh/Scri^n form 
of Ctf j< wft gotiernmnn t establish cd ntuler th c 
Apostle* t and /tdopted during the first two cm- 
luyies of the Chrhlinn Church? 

Yes; during the ministry of tho Apostles, 
tho model of tho Synagogue was universally 
Adopted as tho ba^is of tho Christian Cluircii 
(Luke iv- 10 — 21 ; Mark, L 21 : Jas. ii; H) P and 
uurftig the first two centuries of tho Christian 
Church tho plan of ecclesiastical government 
was evidently .-lytcrifcrif, fts may be learned 
from tho Epistles of Ignatius, the writings of 
Clemens Kouuums, Ironceus, Justin Martyr, 

110. flaw w any crauipte of she existence of 
a Presbyterian Church dtttirig the darkest period 
of the rtign of Antkhrkl? 

Yes; tho Paulicinuw, in tho 7th century, 
•were Presbyterians ; and aftonv&rdsi the Wal- 

• Sao M'Lojod's CaScohiRn, pp. 27, 23, * JIH- 
l<sfa Prcfebyteriaui&in the Primitive Constitution of 
the Church, p. 13. 

c5 
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densea and Albigonses protested most zealously 
— oven Rellartruffl being witws*- — against tho 
encroachments of Prelacy; and ilSncus Sylvius, 
afterwards Pope Pius IL } declares that ,f they, 
the Witldensos, deny the hurarchy, maintaining 
that tltoi'c is no difference Among tho priests, 
hy reason of dignity or office." * 

111. Did the Ghttrrhc* of the BrfoYmHtian 
generally adopt the Presbyterian form of Church 
ffocernment? 

Yee ; it is most pleasing to observe the 
unanimity existing among tho leaders in that 
glorious enterprise* with regard to Presbyterian 
principles* Almost nil tho Reformers nlain- 
talnbcl that, in tho Apostolic ago, there wis no 
Prelacy, and that tho government of the Church 
by ruling, as well as teaching eldcrSj was war- 
ranted in Scripture; and all the Reformed 
Churches of France, Germany, Holland, Hun- 
gary, Geneva, and Scotlatid, were thoroughly 
'Presbyterian in principle and practice* Tho 
Church of England was the only one, in all 
Protestant Christendom, which, at the Refor- 
mation, adopted the system of Prolftpy! 

113. Was the Church of the Second Re/or* - 
motion Pmfo/tcrian ? 

Yes; the Church of Scotland, since her first 
organization, has always been essentially Pres- 
byterian- The Church of the "First Reforma- 
tion was Presbyterian, although all tho parts 

• Sco Miller, p. lti. 
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of tho 8WStom were not then fully developed, 
hi the Second Ileformation, however, as may 
be learned from the Second Boole of Discipline, 
ami from 1 4 the Form of Pivslntirial Church 
Government," dtftwn up by tljo Westminster 
Divines, we discover a very Scriptural mo<b:l 
of Preslytcrianhm, which form of Church go- 
vernment the Reformed Presbyterian Church 
has always maintained to be of Divine right 
and original. 

US. What jwrtieular subjects do you com- 
pmhntd under the icord Pre&htjleriaty as used h} 
this section? 

Although this word, properly speaking, de- 
notes simply the form of Church government, 
in the present section I understand tlie wop. I 
as embracing the following subjects, namely : 
the Doctrines, the Haul, the Officer a, the Courts, « 
the \Vor&liip 9 and tha Discipline, of thcPresby- 
terian Church. 

111. What ore the doctrine* of the Be/onned 
Presbyterian Church* 

These have been formerly shown to be 
Scriptural, Evangelical, and Protestant; and it 
may now bo further stated that these doc- 
trines are the Trinitarian, Calvinistip, Orthodox 
u doctrines of the .Reformation," as laid down 
in the Confession of Fnitb, and substantially 
espoused by the great body of the llcformcrs. 

1 15; Who is the IIkad of the Church? 
The Lor<\ Jesus Christ. (I.si. ix. 0,7; Matt 
xxiii. 8 — 10; John xiii. 18; Col. i. 18,) 
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lift. In what rejects is ChrUt the Head of 
the Church? 

There are Jiw distinct senses in whieh 
Christ may ho taken as tho Head of tlio 
Churcli: — 1. As hood of cxistetic* to the 
Church* 3, As kghUiiire head. 3, As head 
of iviqdwn and <jr(tci<>}>* vital influences. 4, As 
cwctUive head. 5. As protecting head. 

117. 7/oir ls C7<mi existence to 
th* Church f 

11.' is so, inasmuch as the Ohureh owes its 
oxifitonco to Chris t . Tho Chureh i* not a 
more voluntary ii - iution, nor ran it bo 
created by Act of Parliament; but whether wo 
\u:\v tlio Church locally, 08 the Church of A 
Particular place, or the whofo Churoli as such> 
it is tho htmdy-vork of tho Great Mrustcr 
Builder, Jesus Christ, who by means of tho 
Gospel and the Holy Spirit, takes one of a 
city and two of a family, and bring* thorn to 
/ion. (Psalm cli. 10;' oxlvii. ,2 — 1: Matt, 
xxviii. 18—20; Acts xv. II; Hob. iii. 1—3; 
Jcr. iii. 14.) 

118. How is Chrht legislative Head of lib 

Church? 

Ho i-H so as He is the head of all authority 
legislative in the Church; All her laws and 
ordinances aro of Christ* appointment. Tho' 
ordimiuce* of the Mosaic ceonomy were pre- 
scribed by the Redeemer (Acts vii. 38); and 
when these had served their object, tho samo 
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power which instituted Uioijn ancient rites* 
abolished them, and, in their stowl, appoipite<J 
tho precious ordinances of the Now 'JV-st.v 
mcnt. (Matt, xxviii. 1 9, SO.) 

110. How iH'iytlic honours of Ch rht's head- 
ship, in thh respect, be derogated from? 

In two WOT8: first, hy instituting laws or 
Ordinances in addition to tlioso appointed hy 
tlko Groat Lawgiver; and, secondly f by repeal- 
ing or setting aside those lajya or institutions 
whioh plinst lias pointed. 

120. JM^ trot //j<? church** (f JtwM and 
England invaded the right* of Christ** headship* 
in both the abotGimentiomd ivays? 

Yes ; the Church of Rome by instituting 
new laws, or hy setting aside the institutions 
of tho Saviour; ]uw virtually repealed the vliolo 
code of New Testament laws with regard to 
tho ddctrine, worship, discipline, and govern- 
raent of tbd Church; and tho Church of Eng- 
land has, in the most imwarmn table in aimer, 
prescribed holidays, introduced tho rito of con- 
firmation, and required the sign of tho cross, 
and godfnthcra and godmothers in connexion 
with baptism, &c. 

131. What do you intend ichen you say th-at 
Ckrhi is head of wisdom and gracious vital 
influences to the Church? 

That Christ, having founded tho Church, 
and given her a perfect codo of laws, is, in 
addition, the source of all saying knowledge 
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and gracious sanctifying influences, as regards 
the whole Church and the individual believer. 
(Heb. i. 1, 2; Col. ii 8; Mutt. xi. 27.) 

JIoiv dots Christ communicate all re* 
quired JtnowUdgfiy mid convey all gracious w- 

Jhtences to the Chxirch? 

i 

Ah tho Great Prophet of God, lie speaks to 
us ib tho Scriptures, ami the dispensation of 
tho Spirit by which ordinances aro made effec- 
tual to salvation, and the graeo which tho 
Church iu.'ods imparted, are exclusively in 
His hands. (John v. 80; 3 Tim. iii. 15—17; 
Col. ii. LOj 1 Cor. iii. 0; John xvi. 7 — 11; 
Rev. iii. Ii) 

123. Who aw thty who w/riwje on C/tr'tsCs 
hmtUhip in thi* resjKct? 

All do &o who aro not ^atisQod with tho Word 
of God as the alone ado of faith and maimers. 
The Church of liomo does so by resting upon 
mere tradition ; the interpretations of Scripture 
as given by tho Church; by making the Creed 
of tope i J ius IV., and tho Catochmu of tho 
Council of Trent, supreme standards of faith; 
and by churning for tlio Church ft dqppsit of 
gracious ihfluonc^s to ho dispensed by hnr 
ministers to thtwe who Btfols it after a pro- 
scribed form. Tractarians imitate tho Church 
of Rome in tho above respects; aud while tho 

Episcopal Church inquires tho Apocrypha to 
bo rend " for example of lifo find instruction 
of manners," tho Irviugites aud others go so 



far ns to include the pretended prophesying,* 
of their religious teachers ! 

H i. What do you understand by Christ Icing 
executive Head of His Church? 

I intend that the worship arid discipline of 
tho Church are to be conducted and carried 
out, not in the name or by tho authority of 
Pope, Prolate, or Potentate, but in the mime 
and by tho authority of the Lord Jesus Christ 
(1 Cor. v. 4.) 

Do not the TSiMtihed Churches of 
England and ScMhuul derogate Jrovx the honours 
of Christ <w executive haul of JEs Church, by 
submitting to Emstian State control? 

Yes; tho 87th Article of tho Church of 
England run* thus: — "Tho Queen's Majesty 
hath the chief power in this realm of England, • 
and etlidr her dominions ; under whom the chief 
government of all CStfltos of this realm, whether 
they be ecchwistical or civil* in all causks doth 
appertain And as regards the Scottish Estab- 
lishment, the Act 1592, which the Act 10110 
revived and oonlinned as the Great Charter 
of the establishment, contains no acknowledg- 
ment of the headship of Christ! Moreover* 
tho restoration of patronage after it had been 
repeatedly abolished, and tho repeated proroga- 
tion and dissolution of her assemblies by tho 
Sovereign (as in 1001 and '05); together with 
the re cut ?/!eession of tho Free Church, and 
the abject acquiescence of the Residuary Ab* 
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fscmbly, with tho Erastian decisions of tho 
civil power, abundantly prOVQ that Church to 
ho the veriest slave of Erastian Statu control. 

120. Was not the Church of ilw Second Re- 
formation on Anti-ErosUnn as nrJt as an Anti- 
popish and Anti-prelude Church? 

Yes, eminently so. Tho famous Assembly 
of 10SS describe the diftorenco between tho 
civil ami eceli siiisticftl jurisdiction thus: — "As 
to tho persons, manner of government, mutters 
treated, and form of proceeding all is eccle- 

i ticol, and only r.-. lr .'mstical p in the one; 
and nil oivil f and only civil, in Uto other. Their 
very principles and rules nro different. In tho 
ono, civil liuvsaro the rule; but, in tin' other, 
the Word »f G od is the only rule. They nro in- 
dependent of one another in their own jurisdic- 
tion ; and, as an Assembly cannot prescribe rules 
to tho Parliament in civil matters, no more 
ought the Parliament to prescribe to tho As- 
sembly in ecclesiastical/'* 

187. Has the ilcfnrmrd Prcsln/lcriau Church 
ohaty* manifested a jinn and resolute opjxmlion 
to the cncfonchtncnts of Enustiauism ? 

Yea; .since the period when Renwick and 
Shield 8 emitted the M infortnaionf vindication 
tf a poor, misted} mxsreptcsettlsd remnant of 
iminiffm)ig Anti-eras- 
tian, Atiti-scdarinn, true iWxbytcrutH Church 
nf Christ in Scotland" till the present time, 
Erastiiiwism has always been one of the chief 

if 

of those errors which tho Reformed Presby- 
• StOYonsou's llisiory, pp. 303, SOL 
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torian Church 1ms protested against as alike 
opposed to the honours of the licdecmcr's 
crown, the liberties of the Church, and the 
rights of luiLtii In facti ©no ground of tho 
dis.th.ct standing of the Covenanting Church 
5ft that she mighty with unshackled hands, lift 
up at stem practical protest against the Kms- 
tinnisin lodged by tho British constitution in 
tho British crown, 

138. Is not Chrht $Uq the protecting and 
ovorlasting Head of II is Church ? 

Most assuredly. Christ is known in the 
pftljuNift of ZioXf for n rofugo- Hayi»fl founded 
tho Church on a rbclc, Ho si ill defonci^ so that 
the gates of 3iell shall not prevail ngffuns! her ; 
and having an unchangeable priesthood, He is 
able to silyp to tho uttermost those who coino 
unto God by HSmV&oeing Ho over Iiveth to 
make intercession for them, (J?aalm xlviit 3 ; 
Matt. xvi. 18; Hob. yii. 24, fc&.j 

129* V/hul ttri the avv\GY,v^ ahum Olwhl U(t$ 
appointed in the. Vhrhihu O'turr.h '/ 

iu the primitive Church h number of extra* 
ordinary officers wore appointed a< apostle^ 
evangelists, prophets, and intei^rdtera of 

tO»gu6s (Ephcs. iv. Hi — I: J) ; but tho ovdwanf 

and p6n>itw> nr. oilleers hi the church are of 
two kinds, namely, elders nnd deacons. (Acta 
x iv. 21—23; Phil. L 1; 1 Tim. in, 8; 1 
Pot. v. 1.) " 
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130. Dow find in Scripture nmj distinction 
ituuh in (ft* elms of Cfeio-choJjio Aukuowinatcd 
presbyUrs or eUer&? 

Ych ; in every Church we vend of n plurality 
of elders — the older labouring in "word and 
doctrine," as Well ns in the overagkt of the 
flock, ami thoso elders who only rule. (Acts 
say- 28 ; Titnsi. 5 ; 1 Tim. v. 17 ] Konu xii. S.) 

1:11. What ore some of the names in 
Scripture t$ the teaching rldtr? 

^ B&udoH pnstpi find ehW, ho is nlso called 
bishop, tcachor, and atigol 6f tlio Church — 
all vrlil oh designations arp dcacriptivoof tho 
various duties connected with tlio snmo Olflco. 
(Aits xx. »$ ; 1 Cor. xii. 2x8 ; Hov. ii. I.) 

132. 7* tMro ant/ example of Diocesan Pre- 

Not one. Although there uro two texts in 
which the translator* ul'the English Bible havo 
mi hxtitu tod tho meaning of the word bhhop for 
tho word itself (sec Acts xx. 28, and 1 Pot 
v. S) ( yet it is an undeniable tact that tho 
Greek word for bi$hop never occurs in the sense 
of art ovurewr of tho Pastor* of thr Church, 
bui *r ahrays signifies an dveiyecrof thcjlock. 

I 33. What ore the duties of (he. Pattor? 

It is liis duty not only to preach tlio Word, 
hut also to conduct all the parts of public wor- 
ship — hy di$pQnsing the ordinances of tho 
Chiircli and at! ministering Church disoiplind> 
as also to inspect the religious state of persons 
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M families. (2 Tim. iv. 2 ; 1 Cor. x. XC ; 
Acta xx. 28; 1 Tim. v. 20.) 

l:S I. What arc the dutie* of the Elder? 

The Elder is to Assist the Pastor in all duties 
connected with the oversight of thtf (lock, with 
the exception of labouring in word audjdoctrine, 

1 $5. Wliat art fhe dudes of the Deacon? 

The Deacon is appointed to attend to the 
wants of the ]>oor 3 and also to manage other 
temporalities in the Church. (Acts vL 2- Ji; 
ITim hi. S; Phil. i. 1.) 

130- How <trc the OlTice-benrcrs of the Church 
to he appointed to their respective duties? 

Xhey arc to bo elected by the members of the 
Church (Acts 15—23), and ordaifud hy ilie 
rulers of tlto Church- (1 Tim. iv. 11; Acts 
vj,8— 0.) 

JUT. What are the CoUJKTO <tf tltC Church? 

Of throe kinds, namely : the S< ^mn r lite 
Presbytery, rmd the Synod. The latter word 
may iiieludo Pr^yiiicial Synods, National As- 
semblies, and G enrral Council-. (1 Col*, 
xiv. '23 ; Acts xiv. »3 ; Matt xviii. 1 5— ; I 
Tim iv. 11 ; Acts xi. 29, 30.) 

138. tiTi //'<' rarioiis Acts of Uku- 

OIOC8 W..i.siur connected tcith the Cfntrck? 

In addition to those acts of worship which 
are -strictly private, and those public ordi- 
nances — such as Covenanting, &o, — which 
<lr> not properlv belong to the wor-ship of God 
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in thg co^wgatjbu, the fltfttofl pubHc wor- 
ship of Zion comprehends prayer, sinking 
psrdmp, tlie \Yox<\ pmichod, collcctSoii for 
pious purposes, Ihiptism mid tlie Lard's Sup- 
per, mid Messiing the congregation. (Hob. 
x. 85 ; Psalm xcw 1 ; Mftvk xiv.^li ; .Iuuia* v. 
33; Mark xvL J5, 10; 1 Cur. xvj\ 2: Acts 
ii. 41, 42; 1 Cor. xi. S3— 34; 2 Cor. xiii. 




lftfl. UV^f w Gironcn Discipline? 

It h M tin' i -\t >ri I- of •vdi'sinhticftl power, 
for the pitiyonitari iwd corrcottoii qf duanC(W 
in thf! visible Churdi." (Jj Cor. x> H,) 

1-10- In whom hath ChriM 1 lodged /he power 
of <i(lrnini-<hrhttf Church iUmplinr': 

Tti tjio cwdesiasiical rulers exclusively. 
(Matt, xxv Hi. Id; xvi. 

1 11. <A> yew exftiam tltc one of disci' 
plirii recorded in 1 Cor. v. 1— & And #Gor. ii. 

.0,7;? 

It in to Lg oxplritacd oil thtj pnrtciplfi <>f a 
distinction being made betwou an authorita- 
tive and u certfwVtfn* judgmenfc. Such a dis- 
tinction is recognised iu Matt. xis. &8, find 1 
Gbr« vi. S; Tlie case ftllu&jd to was our <.f 
pitblic cxcoMMiaiietxlion ; mid, " as ilicj sentence 
implied separation from Chri&tijui fellQW^hlp;" 
while it must have been pronounced bv the 
riders of tbo Church* it could iiotbo fully Ojcc* 
ciiU'd without tlic o.nni'UW:nt action 6f tlie 
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members; and the penalty, from its veiy 
nature, \vas> Hereford "iflfhcted of nuuiv.' 1 

142, WJto are the -proper suhjecta of Church 
discipline? # 

Cliurch members, Including children, (Titus 
53. 12 ; 1 Cor. v. 13.) 

148. What is tht character of (how ofiatec-* 
trhicft rentier an individual Hulk to uhurch 
'discipline* 

They are such as may expose the Church 
to reproach, mar the edification of the saints, 
and tefnptothcra to sin. (Luke xvii. 1; Roiri. 
3U>% 13; Tic v. ii. 14.) 

144- How many lands o/ censurable offences 
may there be? 

Throe kinds, namely : herosy, immorality, 
and contempt of Church orJ^r. (Koiu. xvi. 
17; Titus iii. i.0; 1 Cor. v. 11.) 

145. What ars the different kinds of Church 
cet\sttre7 

Admonition, rebuke, suspension from seal- 
ing ordinances, and ^communication. Ad- 
monition and rebuko may be administered, 
according to the character of the scandal* 
secretly in die family, before the Session, or in 
prewnce of the whole Church, (Titus i. 13; 
1 Tim. w 20.) 
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SECTION V . 

DOCT2UNES OF THE r.I2FOR}.TKD V R KSB YTE R 1A N 
OnCIlCU — COVENANTING. 

140- What is a Covenant? 

A Covenant is an agreeittfnt between two 
parlies, on r.-rtam conditions. 

H7. WJuit is a religious Covttiantt 

It is a solemn transaction, by winch tin in- 
dividual or n socinl body lays hold of tlie 
Covenant of Grace, binding himself or itself 
to the performance of certain duties, resting 
for grnco and acceptance on tho everlasting 
promises, 

148- Can Covenants bind to thai which is in 
opposition to the truth ? 

No: it in impossible that any engagement 
on the part of man can m&ko that which is 
duty to bo sin, or that which is sin to ho duty. 
(Sep Numbers xxw, throughout; and Acts 
xxiii. 

Seeing that, that Covenants ought to 
embrace nothing but what is Scriptural and 
vioralj and inasmuch an moral and Scriptural 
truth is in itself infinitely binding, arc not 
Covenants, ifnotperniciom t at least xmnccmary? 

This objection, though plausible, is most 
deceptive. True, the obligation of the law of 



63 



God is infinite, and hence this obligation can- 
ftot be increased; but, our obligation to keep 
the law of God may be increased. A Covenant 
super&dils ft new obligation, on our p:*«rt, to 
keep the Divine law. An oath oannot make 
truth more true, but it increases our obligation 
to speak the truth; hence, the breach of an 
oath h not only lying* but perjury. 

1G0. Have tt* any examples of PkkS0S-VL 
Covksasting in the Script torn/ 

Yes: we read of Jacob's vow at Bethel (Gen, 
jtxviii. 20 — 22); of Jephthah's yow tit ]Miz- 
peh (Judges xi. 20 — 10); of Hannah's yow 
^1 Sam. i. 11): and in P&alm L\vi. 13, l<t, 
the Psalmist speaks of paying the votes which 
his mouth had apokeri wnen he was in trouble, 
(Sco also Numbers xxx. % and Psalm exxxii. 
2—5,) 

151. Whnt may a tow or ptrmial Covenant 
be enteral into? 

When an individual, out of faith and con- 
science of duty, in way of thanksgiving for 
mercy received or for the obtaining of what ho 
wants* is graciously disposed to bind himself 
to necessary duly, or to other things, bo far 
and so long as they may fitly conduce there- 
unto. (Doui xxiii. 21 — 28 ; Psalm L 14.) 

152. flow ought Penonal Covenants to be 
entered into? 

They ought to be entered into deliberately, 

cheerfully, with the utmost solemnity, and 

■ • ■ vj *i . 
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with a holy resolution ns to the performance 
of the stipulated duties. 

lfefj What h a National CqveKAST? 

, , _ ■ *'< 

A National Covenant h n mutual stipulation 
entered into by a people and their rulers, by 
which, in a profcssei! taking lipid of the Covo- 
nant ofGraco, tliey publicly pledge fttemsolyos 
to the performance of certain duties which 
thev 0W0 to God and one imoUior. 

154- h not National Covenanting, <W thus 

Yes; it. \h a duty basnl oil the Moral kivr, 
.commanded and exemplified in the Word of 
Gftd, nritl, bi-iii^ a sul, inn appeal to tJUp jtaslH-iN 
aud omniscience of Jehovah, is to he vitovod 
.ay a direct act of religioiw w>hip. 

155. Mot/ not a Nutiou/it Covenant cauijtrc- 
heml things both civil and religion* . y 

Yea: to Unite thingfl civil anil religious is 
not to blend thing* sacred aud common. h& is 
often said. Tho necessity, occasionally, of 
embracing civil aitd ndigioas objects in one 
bond will appear from the fact that things 

Note to question 152. — Many piou* divines liavo 
written on Llio httl-jcot of l^rsoual Oovooannng. It 
has 'been the opinion of ulurgo number Of iljuse p i)iat 
acta of B«lf*doi1i cation to God, or Personal Covenants, 
OUglU lb lie not only iu express words, but. i)0 
writing. The reader is diroeUsjj specially to Boston^ 
Memorial concerning IVj^ohuI and l-'ftinily Fustiog, 
and Dftddridge^ RUc and Pr(%ra^sof Religion in tLo 
Soolj i-bup. xviu 
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civil and religious aro sometimes go closely 
connected Unit tho one may bo Assailed through 
tiro other. MoreovCfir, Scripture authorizes 
the connexion, i\> is evident from the Covenant 
n JVMTed to in Xeh. x. 20. Here the Cove- 
nanters entered into " a curifc" and "an 
oath " to italk in u God's law," an<l to " do nil 
the commandments of tlie Lord" — both fir.st 
anil second tnWc duties. AVo nro who com- 
manded to " four tiod oml honour the king/' 

150. 7$ not National Covenanting an occa- 
sion ill tftrtt/? 

Although it can scarcely be said that thin 
duty in over unseasonably yet , like fasti tig and 
thanksgiving, BpCOifl] nc-usim- ..mm- .'.nils 
to its performance. By the Church of old, 
covenanting wis resorted to in times of de- 
liverance from danger, in seasons of deep dis- 
tress, hi tint' backsliding, us well as in 
seasons of prosperity. (Exod. xix.; 2 Kitig* 
xi. 17; Deut. xxi-V- 0: Josh. xxiv. 35 ; Xeli. 
ix. 38; I«tu xliv. — 5; lVuhn 1. 15, Ixxvi. 
C— 11.) 

157. Is not the duty of Public, Social, or 
National Coccnanting, wfu-n enteral upon in a 
St: yip! aval MG7incr 9 ayui with dtie regard to pfjptir 

dentin I call*, calcinated to be very benrjkial? 

Most certainly. Preparation for the duty 
t imIh to chervil a devout polemuitv of mind, 
mul leads to more accurate apprehensions of 
truth; it impresses the conscience with a sense 
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of duty, promotes mt^rjbou^ \\ith God, ro 
provWtho backwardness of the heart ; and, by 
uniting tlio friends of truth in sonthmHit, 
affection, mid holy resolves, it serves to S&ouro 
the <3hurcti;B etobility m troublous times, fur- 
Irishes a powerful meatta of resisting aclver- 
and of providing precious privilogos ibr 
unborn moderations. 

158. What is the HjST^Bt 0/ National 

CO V KN ANTING ? 

tyo Una it practised, with Divine approba- 
tion, by tins J'OWg.j tlno <luty wan ftttondod to 
by tlio Primitive Christians ; with tho ihiwn 
of the Reformation in Europo tlio pnteliiSG 
WW5 revived ; and it has continued to bo acted 
upon, less or wow, by various denominations 
of Christians'., till tin.! present time. 

130. What hntaum of National Commut- 
ing in the history of the Jewish people, can 
you tuUhice ? 

After their deliverance from Kgypt, the 
chihlivn of Israel eiitdrcd into a public, social 
Covenant. :u Mouiit Sinai (sjeo Ex- xix., 
forty voars uftbr, they did 1 1n: same on the plaui» 
of Moab {Dent, xxyii 10—10); iromecfidtely 
before his death, Joshua made a covenant with 
tho Jewish nation at Sheehem (Josh, xaciv. 1, 
35); and several similar covenants wore en- 
tered into by the reforming kings of Jtidrdi, 
as well us in" the days of ftssrat and Nehemiah, 
after the return from Babylon, (Sec 3 Kings 
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xi. 17, xxiii. 1, 2 ; 2 Chrou. xv. 1—10 ; Neb. 
ix. 88, x. 20.) 

100. On what authority do i/gu $(OJ that 
Covenanting xvas practised by the Primitive 
Christians ? 

On the authority of credible historians, 
Tho younger Pliny represents tho early 
Christians, in tb&r meetings for the worship 
of God, o.s binding jh<?ms<'lve;:> Uy a solemn 
oath to what was known duty,* Justin 
Martyr represents baptism to adults as given 
only to those of them who vowed to live accord- 
ing to tho confession of their faith. Jerome 
and Ti'i'tulHiin allude to tho sumo thing. 
IrenaMi^Origen, aud, in tho Inttcr day, Gregory 
Kozionzen, might also be referred to in proof 
of tho existence in those early days, of tho 
practice of Covenanting. 

1(51. Had not the c\\v\y Reformers and Re- 
formed Oliurchoa frequent recourse to the prac- 
tice of Covenanting? 

Yes: with the dawn of the Reformation* tho 
practice of Covenanting also appeared. Siej> 
by step, the Churehes proceeded, in opposition 
to Popery, by solemn engagements. "Tho 
history of tho Church's Reformation is written 
in her Covenants."' Miluer savH, that various 
conventions of tlie princos in Germany were 
held, in (hfterontplttco^for tho promotion and 

• Bed Pliny'* letter to Trajan, as mentioned by 
Stackhouae at the end of his History, 

d5 
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defence of true religion. On 7th NoVomjber, 
10*2.3, tin:- Ekctoral I'rhiceof Saxony, thoLund- 
grave, £<•-, hold a meeting sit the castle of 
Friedewald, in the forest of Sulligen, and 
formed a resolution to act in concert, did 
thus produced 41 the first elements of an evan- 
gelical league." (SeeD'Aubignc, vol. ii., p. 377.) 

102. Are there any similar instances to he 
recorded/ 

There are. In 1530, the League of Smnl- 
cnld was cntorcd into hy tho Protectants of 
Germimy. On 20th July, 1687, tho principal 
articles of the Christian religion and discipline 
were sworn hy the Senate and people of 

Geneva- Jiorne arid Lausanne were also 

included in the League, In 15 7 J, the Swiss 
and German Reformers entered into a solemn 
bond, in conjunction with the Widdensian 
Cliurch^tomamtni'.i inviolate the ancient union 
among the faithful of the Evangelical religion. 
The Churches of Holland, Hungary, Tran.syl- 
vMtnu, and Franco, had recourse to Covenant- 
ing; and tho practice extended to America* ho 
that suiters from Europe, ut Salem, in lOSO; 
incorporated themselves into a Church of 
Christ by Covenanting. 

103. In which of all the naiwfifi of Christen? 
dotii do we discover the most eminent exdnifile 
of Public t Social Coven anting* anywhere, to be 
found sine* the reforming periods of Jttdak and 
Israel / 
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Tu this respect the Churches and nation of 
Britain .stand pro-eminent 

104, Wert ihe»v instaiic& of Covenant- 
ing in Britain pfeteiinw to the period* whm tho 
National Covenant and the Solemn Lt i agm and 
Covenant were enteral into ? 

There were a number of such instances. 
At an curly period of the Reformation in Scot- 
land, local and temporary covenants wore" fram- 
ed. Tho first of tbcao was drawn up im- 
mediately after the rotum of John Knox from 
England, in 1550. Most of tho gentlemen in 
Angus and Mearns clidj at ihis time, make 
profession of tho true religion, and entered aito 
a bond in which they renounced the Popish 
communion, mnl engaged to maintain the true 
preaching of the Gospel as God should give 
them opportunity. The next bond was entered 
into at Perth, way, 1550. The third was 
mado at Stirling, in August of the same year ; 
the fourth at Edinburgh, in April, 1500; and 
tho fifth at Ayr, in September ItfdS. 

105. In what inspects <h tho National Cove- 
nant, of Scotland and the Solemn League and 
Covenant bf the three kingdoms from the 
uboir -went toned bonds ? 

There nre at leftist two marked and 0S$cnti&l 
points of difference. Tho Covenants entered 
into in the dawn of the Keformatiun in Scotland 
were chiefly of a local and temporary nature, 
whereas the [National Covenant and the Solemn 
League and Covenant were national deeds; 
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and, alao, unlike the local bowls, had n regard to 
Uie continued identity of the National Society. 

106. JWsini a brief outline of the Idxtonj 
and <f tlx* content* of the National Covenant Y 

-Hie National Covenant, »« contained in 
the Confession of Faith, consists of three parts. 
The first of these is the Old Covenant of 1380; 
which was drawn up by John Craig, aud which 
contains two ili.stinct points: fitet, an engage- 
ment to adhere to the Reformed religion, as 
0Xpre88e<l in the BcotS< • <n t*.- — i.ai ; rUld f (KWn<//y l 

ii uolonin abjuration of rill tlio abominations of 
Popery, as also uu cngiigomeut to del'. aid tlio 
kiugfs poisen and government, mid the civil 
liberties of the nation. 

107. When were the other two parts ad<hd*> 

In 10381 The second or middle part was 
drawn up Uy Johnston,, of Wom&ton, and am- 
sisrs of a number of Acts of Parliament, pitted 
during a period of sixty year*, for rondvmning 
nnd abolishing Popery, and for protecting aria 
establishing tli»> www religion. ■'This pari Of 
tho Covenant cannot be viewed as a part of 
the engagement, but wns drawn up and ap- 
pended in 1 1 5:58. to show that the steps tnken 
by thr: Iteformers were perfectly legal and 
constitutional." The third part WW drawn 
up by Alexander Hendereott, and contains a 
special application of the principles of the 
Covenant to Popish Prelacy* 
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108. What is the history of the Sofann fceaguA 
and Covenant ? 

The Solemn League and Covenant; owes its 
pxintehce to the National Covenant of Scotland. 
"It was occasioned by the struggle niaift* 
tuined by an arbitrary and Popislily-affwtecl 
court M against the friends *>f Refemittioii 
and liberty in the nation; England, in her 
Struggle with the despotic power of tbe lung 
and his prelates, was led to turn her eyes to 
Covenanted Scotland. In a letter sent by the 
Assembly of Divines in England to the Gcrio 
i Assembly of the Scottish Church are found 
the following words: — "In a deeper sense of 
tins danger than we can well express, we 
address you in tho bowels of Christ for your 
most fervent prayers auct advice, what further 
to do for the making of our own and the king- 
dom's pcaoo with God; and for uniting the 
Protestant party more firmly, that we may all 
serve God with one consent, and stand up 
against Antichrist sls one man." 

1(J9- Did Scotland respond to the cry from 
England? 

Yes; and a committee of Assembly was ap- 
pointed, along with the Commissioners from 
England, to prepare a draft of a Covenant.. 
Tho draft was drawn up by Alexander 
Henderson, and, after careful consideration, 
-was approved by the General Assembly and 
Convention of Estates, and was cordially sub- 
scribed by persona of all ranks in Scotlaud, in 
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the year 1043. After undergoing a strict 
examination, and a few slight alteration*, in 
the- Westminster Assembly, it was adopted by 
that bpd)* It was also approved of by both 
Houses of Parliament; and on Monday, tile 
25th of September, L643, it wan solemnly 
sworn in the Church of St. Maigatet-s, West- 
minster, by bnth Houses of Parliament, by tho 
Assembly of Divines, and by persons of dif- 
ferent ranks generally throughout England, 
la Ireland, also, the Covenant was taken by 
many ProtcstantH in tho South, and by almost 
tho whole body of tho Protestant potuilntion 
of tho North. 

170. W%ai is the grand object contemplated 
in the Solemn League and Covenant? 

The grand object contemplated in this bond 
is, perhaps, tho most glorious anywhere to bo 
found in the in ten national transactions of the 
world. From reading the Covenant, it will 
be perceived that it embraces six particular 
items ; but tho whole may bo suniraocl up in 
one? sentence, namely : 41 Tho preservation of 
tho Reformed religion in Scotland, the Refor- 
mation of religion in England and Ireland, 
ami tho bringing of tho Churched in tho tmvu 
Idjigjdoms to the Bedrest conformity in doc- 
trine, worship, discipline, and government." 

171. Can you point to any wthiahh resxtlts 
which have already Jlouxd fr&in the Solemn 
League as their instrumental cause? 
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Among the fruits immediately flowing from 
(hi* document may bo mentioned the West* 
minster Confession of Faith, tho Catechisms, 
the propositions concerning Church Govern- 
ment, the Director)' for Public Worship, ami 
the Metrical Version of the Psalms. J At the 
same time, an impulse was given to tho higher 
departments of literature, and also to educa- 
tion, while practical godliness wrm revived. 
In tho \vttrd« of rm eloquent writer: " There 
can bo no doubt in the mind of any mtollicen^ 
and thoughtful man, that on it {fht Soicmri 
Ltagwi) mainly rests, under Providence, tho 
noble structures of die British Constitution. 
Bat for it, as far as man can judge, these 
kingdoms wdirid lifcvo boon placed beneath tho 
deadening bondage of absolute dcapbtiawit aiicl 
in tho fate of Britain tho liberty unci civiliza- 
tion of tho world would have sustained a fatal, 
paralyzing shock. 11 

173. 1 tow do you prove Tin-; duty of entek- 
inc into National Covenants? 

I appeal not only to reason, hut also to the 
Word of GchL The light of nature, approve d 
examples of Covenanting in Old Testament 
times, Scripture precejits; atjgufflerits from tho 
New Testament, Old Testament pi^phecies in 
relation to the performance of the duty in New 
Testament limes, as also tho beneficial ten- 
dency of national covenanting nil combine to 
form an immoveable basis on which to rest the 
important doctrine. 
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173. 71 ow do you appeal to Lhe light of 
uaituro in proof of the doctrine ? 

Whatever can bo esttUisto&d fts a fiict, or 
deduced us a truth, llowiug from nature OS 
such, is in accordance with tho Divine will. 
(Sec Rom. n. 14 ; 1 Cor- xi. 14$ It is clearly, 
tJwjUj a dictate of reason, that inen are bound 
Jo dedicate themselves to the Lord by wtt^m 
they live. And ft$ w& are dependent on God 
BOciully, ?is well as personally, it is reasonable 
that, wo should devote QUiiclvofl to I Urn in our 
social character. tVIpreoyor, tho history of the 
heathen, ns regard a Lhti touching. of moralki •:, 
Grid tho actual performance tlio <1 uly f abun- 
dantly niftftifests that vowing is in ueconhineo 
wjth tho light of nature. 

1 74; Out of a number of efampUx thai mifl?U 
b$ffivat 9 present one from tfa) writing of heathen 
Mofitiieh, in which ihttdtity of towing u tdu$ht? 

Hpictotus (Lib. 1 citp>; 14) pyrites thus; — 
44 To this God ye ought to swear on oath. Such 
as tho soldier *wear to Ciesar. Thoy, iiideod, 
by the inducement of tli'oir wages, B\vcav that 
they will value tho safety of Ciesar before all 
thinga: and will you, tluai f honoured with so 
mttny and 60 great bonofife, riot swear to God, 
or. having &\v<Hftij will you not continue stead- 
fast ? rt 

175, Z)o f/us Scripture's furnish us uvfA twy 
example of voicing performed by heathens, under 
tk<< influence of natural c&rtscimce} 
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Yes : the mariners of Torshish, being much 
jDiniv 1 with the awful majesty of tlr.it Being 
who was uble to qtiell the raging sett, " offered 
a sagnfice unto the Lord, and made tw*/ f 
(Jonah i. 1G.) $ 

170. JfAtf'l ate tome offhe&pppvctl examples 
of Covenanting, hi the Old Testament limes, 
to ttfiich you rtfef ? 

The Old 'jtestamont abounds with snob 
examples. The cbilSwm pf Israel, in tltcir 
national and ecclesi^icol pnpacity, entered 
into a public, social Covenant ftt-Mou.ht Shifu, 
after thoirdclivcnin<X'fn>ni Egypt, (See JSxod. 
xix., \x.. .\xi.» xxih, xxiii., xxiv.) That there 
was a national Covenant entered into by the 
Israelites at Sinai few will deny. "The 
v.-ie.]s wluch the Lord commanded 1 * Yrtsro "laid 
before" the people, ami 41 all tlie people an- 
swered together, nml said. All 4 1 ml the Lord 
hath spoken we will do" (chap. six. 7, 8); and 
the tfrtnsactioB is spoken of o& a " Covenant," 
chap, xxiv. 7, 8.) 

177. UVu.'f otftto- instance* do you adduce ? 

[■ ort.y years after the Covenant at Sinai, the 
Israelites erttercd into a' Coven ant on the plains 
of Moab (Deut xxvi. LO— 10): Joshing imtnfr 
dint^ly before his death, made A covenant with 
the Jewish nation nt Sch« eherri (Josh. xxiv. 
1 — 25); similar covenants were entered into, 
in {lie days of Jehoash, Josiah. ami Asa. re- 
forming king? "f Judah (2 Kings xi. 17, 
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>;x:ii. 1,2; 2 Chron. xv. 1 — 10); anil after 
the return from Babylon, in the days of Ezra 
and Nehcmiah, the whole people, with their 
rulers entered into Covenant with God, (Noli, 
ijci SS, x. 20.) On nLl these occasions there wan 
an acknowledgment of moral obligation, and 
a formal engagement or vow to servo the 
Lord. 

17s. What Scripture precepts dd you refer 
to in proof °J rlu ' doctrine you maintain ? 

In Dent. x. 20, the command is given to 
Israel, "Thou shftlt fear tlio Lord thy God ; 
Him shalt thou Rorve, arid to Him shall thou 
cleave, and t&ear by Uk name " Heel, v. I 
implies that vowing was at least permitted : 
"When thou vowest a vow unto. God., defer 
not to pay it." God lias sworn ly Himself) 
" CJnto me every knee shall bow, every toiujxu 
sjtall swear." (isa. xlv. 2B„) " Arid thou shalt 
Sv^car, The Lord livoth, in truth, iii judgment, 
and in righteousness. (Jer. iv. 2.) " Vpvt, arid 
payunto the Lord your God;'' {Vs. Ixkyi. LI;) 
And in ttczokiah'a proclamation in regard to 
the solemn passovojr kept in his reign are the 
wr.nis:— >' Be not si ilY-n poked, as your fathers 
were, but yvh\ yourselxos unto the Lord 
(Hob., ifiv6 the hand unto the Lord), and outer 
into His sanctuary." (,•» Ghron. xxx. S.) 

170. Do not tiur first three precepts of the 
DecalOgue enjoin, at least hy imyJicalxon, the 
duly of rowit/y unto (tod? 
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Yes: the first commandment requireth us 
to " know and acknowledge God to bo the only 
true God, and our God, and to worship and 
glprify Him accordingly"; find the Wostmin- 
6tev divines give it as their Judgment, that 
public and joint swearing to the J-rord is ono 
of the ways in which He requires us to Soltttow- 
ledge Him. According to the Larger Catechism, 
te a vowing unto God" i* ono of thoso institu- 
tions which tho Bceotid commandment requires 
us to receive and observe. That outha aro 
required or allowed in the third commandment, 
is generally acluuwlodged; and, if wc may 
swear, in order to decide controversy between 
ttrtui inid man, it seems strange if wo «ro not 
also allowed, mid even required, to employ tho 
same mains in goelung to dcdd©/tho great 
controversy Irctweon Christ and Iklinl. 

180* ]Vl\at h the notttu <jf the argummt for 

Covenanting drdtwi from the New Tettamvnl? 

* * » 

It is throoibild. First, tho New Testament 
does not abrogate tho ordinance; secondly, 
there are in the Now Tostamoht certain gene- 
ral principles which afford a strong presumptive 
proof in support of tho doctrine ; und, thirdly, 
tho Now Testament contains pasMges directly 
hearing on the eubjGCt. 

181. Wiuit use do you maJio of the fact, that 
Covoawting h not abrogated in the New Tvsta- 

Tho question is not whether Covenanting is 
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instituted, but whether it is repealed, in tbo 
New Testament. The Church is ono in all 
ages, and every precept and ordinance enjoined 
in the Old Testa in cat continues binding, unless 
repealed in the New. It is evident that Cove- 
nanting was instituted in Old Testament times, 
but we do not read of its being repealed; If a 
formal New Testament command bo requisite 
to constitute Covenanting a Scriptural duty, 
then it follows that the observance of the 
Sabbath on the first day of the week, the 
admission o( infants to baptism, thr dispensa- 
tion of tho Lord's Suppor to females, and tho 
observance of family worship, arc not in accord- 
ance with the; Divine law. 

182. What are tome of these general prin- 
ciple* contained in the New Testament, which 
afford a presumptive proof for the doctrine of 
Covenanting? 

In tho New Testament, Christ is revealed 
as King of Zion, and also King of Nations ; and 
it is very reasonable to suppose that both 
Church and State are hound to swear alle- 
giance to the King of lungs and Lord of 
lords/ 1 (Epilog i- 21—23; Rbv. xix. 10.) In 
various passages, Clirist is set forth as the 
Husband, and His Church as the spouse, and 
such a relationship implies a vow. (JSpbes. 
v. 22 — 82.) Christ is made known as the 
Master, and the relation of 10 aster and servant 
involves a federal compact. (Matt, xxiii. 10.) 
It were also easy to show that ministerial 
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ordiuation, as well as baptism and the Lord's 
Supper, involves tho idea of oath or vow. 

183. To what pmmges do you allude which 
hear more dimity on the subject of Covenanting? 

In Rom. 5. 31, " Covenant-breakers*' axe 
ranked with fornicator*, rrtuitierers, and tho 
most abandoned transgressors ; and not only 
PO| butj in tho connexion in which the passago 
stands, Covenant-breaking is sot forth as a 8itt 
opposed to tho very light of nature, Now, if 
Covenant-breaking ie a sin, it C&u be so only 
on tho principle of tho moral obligation of 
Covenant*. Again, tho Churches of Macedonia 
arc represented as giving themselves to tho 
Lord : — u This they did, not as wo hoped, hut 
fiwt gave their own selves to tho Lord." (2 Con 

Y1U. 0.) 

184, flow do ym show tJicU 3 Cor. vih. 5, 
hears upon the subject of Covenanting f 

Thin passage affords only presumptive cvi- 
denc«; yet it is worthy of remark, that tho very 
language applied to Covenanting in other parts 
of Scripture in employed. The words cannot 
apply to the Christians of Macedonia making 
n public profession of Christianity — this they 
had done before ; nor can they applv to hap- 
tisnml abdication, for this would bo done when 
u profession of religion was made; neither can 
a rofereffco bo made to tho Lord's Supper, for 
tho Apostle would not then have said, "Not 
as we hoped"— as ho, no doubt, expected them 

E2 



en 

to observe this ordinance frequently. Hence, 
some public, formal, solemn dedication of 
themselves to God — or, in other words, on net 
of Covenanting — seems to have been referral 
to by the Apostto. Moreover, tlio command 
in liom. vi. 13 — " Yield yourselves unto the 
Lord" — when compared with 2 Chron. xxx. 8, 
flceins to IriculcuU; tho duty for which we plead. 

185. Is not the duly of Covenanting bvidmt 
from tho lantjiuuje of $vojjhcc}f t 

It 5s. In Psalm ixviij. ;51 t it is predicted Ihat 
"princes shall cpwo out of Egypt,: Ethiopia 
shall stretch Out her hand (the form of faking 
an oath) unto the .Lord/' Isaiah, reforrhig 
to Now Testament times, says : — "Tho Kgyp- 
tinBB shall vow a vow unto tho Lord, and pc r- 
forni it" ; arid, ogjun, u They shall nwear unto 
thoLord." (lsniahxix.18 — 21.) In allusion to 
the various modes in which Covenanting was 
performed during the former dispensation,, tho 
same prophet declares, " One shall say, I nm 
the Lord's, and another shall call himself by 
the name of Jacob: ami another shall subscribe 
with His hand unto tho Lord, and surname 
himself by the name of Israel." (Sec Isaiah 
xliv.tf.) 

180. In addition to the aJsove, is not the 
language of Jeremiah very t xplicit on this point ? 

Yes; his words are : — " In those days, and in 
that time, saith the Lord, tho children of 
Iarool shall come, they and tho children of 
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Juriah together, going and weeping: thoy slinll 
go and seek the Lord their God. They shall 
gift the way to Zion, with their faces thither- j 
\yard, Bftyingi Come and let unjoin ourselves 
to the Lord, in a perpetual Covenant tbat 
shall not he fpVgQttonw" (Jer. L d f o.) In 
connexion with this passage, Zeclu ii. 11 may 
bo consul ted. 

187. ttow<iw$ U appear (*? phrase— "In 
time, days, ami in that time" — used by Jeremiah, 
has an allusion to the QospH dispense t '-ion I 

Tim in evident from tho language of the 
passage. Tho children of Israel orti mentioned 
un iwX aa the children of Jwlah; and as 
Ferael were not carried to Babylon, hut to 
Assyria (and hence Could not return from 
Babylon), it in manifest that a restoration 
and roforaatibn, sulisoguont to Old Testament 
times, is the grand subject of the prophet's 
prediction. 

188. May not an argtwifnl in support tf the 
duty of public, social, or national Covenanting 
be deduced frmri extremely beneficial nature 
of the exercise t 

Most certainly. In the common affairs of 
life man finds it necessary to Covenant with 
man, imd nation with nation; and \vith«out 
Covenanting tacit or avowed, tho vast frame- 
work of society must instantly bo dissolved. 
How strange, then, to imagine that a principle 
which is so beneficial and necessary when 
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applied to every other department, should' 
lose all its propriety aud utility when brought 
to lwsar on that winch is man's grand concern 
and unspeakable interest for time and eternity ! 

189- What do you intend by the di^ckxdino 

Or CONTINUED OBLIGATION of public, VOCfal, Or 

national Covenants? 

I intend that tho moral subject (the nation, 
or Church, or both), having pledged its faith 
to that God who keepeth Covenant, is at every 
niter period of its flxisk-ncc, lill tho objects of 
tho Covenant are accomplish^!, l<ntndlff/ (M 
distinct intrinsic ohVujntion of the Covenant; so 
that, in refusing to perform tho stipulations of 
its plighted faith, it stand* chirgoaUOj not 
merely with disobedience to the Divine law, 
but also \ritb breach of promise, and it may 
bo, also, vrith tho crimo of perjury* 

] 00. On uhal 'principles do you- red the advo* 
cacy of the doctrine in question 1 

The distinct, continued, or descending obli- 
gation r 9 public social Covenants arises from 
tho nncnangcablo obligation of moral aud 
Christian duty, from tho moral identity of the 
social body, and more especially from tho 
Divjno will us rovcftlcd in the Scriptttres. 

101. Does not the moral identity of tho 
national society require that such a /•Uitud: of 
rim should be connected with the idea of coftr 
timed cbligation ? 

It doe3. The social body is a moral subject, 

'hi ' ' - - - m ' 
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and as such is rewarded or punished by the 
Supremo Being. "Tho identity of a nation, 
as existing through different' ogos, is, in all 
moral respects, as rcval as the identity of au 
individual through tho whole period of his 
life. Tho individuals that composo it, like 
tho particles of matter in the human body, 
pass away, and arc succeeded by others, but 
tho body politic continues essentially tho same." 

102* Do we find men, in tho common affairs 
of lifc t recognising <tnd acting upon the pritu 
cipUjust alluded to? 

Yos; honco, debts contracted, on certain 
hinds of property, by the parent, descend as a 
burden upon the heir ; debts contracted by 
the British Government a century ago arc 
Btill acknowledged as real debts ; tho Magna 
Chartn granted by King John, and confirmed 
by his son, Henry I IT., she hundred years ago, 
is still consider* J as constituting tho very 
charter of Engliwh liberty; and the Revolution 
Settlement is still viewed by the nation as 
equally binding now as it wis by those who 
first entered into it. 

193. p$e$ not tft'4 Most High khnsrff acknow- 
ledge tho ri'jhleouMi'M $. this principle? 

Yes: this vfiU appear if we consider tho first 
moral constitution under whiehour first parents 
wore placed, and tho awful and continued con- 
sequences of tho violation of the Covenant of 
Works. (Seo 1'Cor. xv. 22; Rom. v. 12—19). 

E 4 
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It will also bo manifest from A consideration of 
tho Very name of God, His memorial to all 
generations, when He styles Himself "the 
Go! of Abraham, of Isaac, and of Jacob," in 
which designation God is represented as trans- 
acting with tho fathers on behalf of their 
children. 

194. Is not the principle of federal represent 
tation taught in Hcb. vii. 9, 10? 

Yea: in this passu go we learn that "Levi 

f>aid tithes hi Abraham, for he waft yet in tho 
oms of his father, when Molehisedee met 
hilii " ; audi whfttovdr other truth this scripture 
mav be designed to inculcate, it clearly teach' 8 
that Levi, although then unborn, was properly 
represented by his father Abraham iu the 
matter of paying tithes to Melchiscdeo. 

11)5. What otlwr Scripture proof do you 
mention in support of the continued obligation of 
Covenants? 

Such expressions as "tho everlasting Cove- 
nant" (Isaiah xxiv. 5), *'n perpetual Covenant" 
(Jcr. L 5), ite M must lose much of their import, 
if only one generation is intended to be repre- 
sented. Even as regards matters of a mil 
nature, the principle of federal representation 
is acknowledged in Scripture. Forty years' 
wandering in the wilderness, the death of a 
whole generation, together with all the wars of 
Canaan, did not cause the children of Israel 
to disregard tho oath of their fathers ; for even 



tvro hundred years after the oath had been 
sworn to Joseph, they buried h3a hones in Sho- 
chem. (Exod, xiii. 19.) 

190. IP7ia/ other Smpture parages do you 
appeal to ? 

The case of the Gibconites is* remarkable. 
The Israelites were punished with three years' 1 
famine, because Saul, thoir king, hud slain a 
number of tho Gibconites. Ami it is to ho 
remarked that this punishment was inflicted, 
not, as some assert, because in their destruction 
tho Israelites acted from kid motives, nor 
because tho Gibeonitcs had become proselytes 
to tho true religion, but because of the violation 
of tho oath entered into by their fathers with 
tho Gibconites* as is clear from the words of 
tho narrative- hi which the eau.se of the famine 
is stated thus: — "And like children of Israel had 
sworn unto them." (!2 Sam. Xxi 1 — 9.) Again, 
more than two hundred yearn after tho league 
between Solomon and Hiram had beep entered 
Into, the .Lord threatens the inhabitants of Tyro 
witli desolating judgments, " because they de- 
livered up the whole captivity of Edom, and 
remembered not tho brotherly Covenant." 
(Amos )♦ 0.) 

197* But con you not appwl to Scripture, (f 
pomhle, of it still more conclusive nature, in rela- 
tion to thh subject ? 

Yes : posterity is charged with tho jgailt of 
Violating Covenants made with ancestors: 

E 5 



86 

•J They are tamed back to the iniquity of their 
forefathers, which refused to hear my words ; 
and they went after other gods to servo them: 
tho house of Israel and the house of Judah 
have broken my Covenant which I inade with 
their fatiicrs" (Jer. xi. 10.) Still more explicit 
are the words of Piloses to the thousands of 
Israel on the plains of Moab; for, in relation to 
the transactions at Siuai, entered into forty 
years before the tlmo when Moses addressed 
tho vrorda to Israel, and when ho, Caleb, and 
Joshua, were Use only thrco original Covenan- 
ters alivo, he declares * — H Tho JLord our God 
made a Covenant with us in Horeb : tho Lord 
made not this Covonant with our fathers, hut 
with n$, even with us, who are all of us her* 
alive this day: 1 (Dent. v. 2, 3.) 

198. Is not tlw principle of the continued 
obligation of Covenants of ten in Scripture made 
a plea in supplicating the Divine mercy ? 

Yos, frequently* Hcnco, for example, Jere- 
miah exclaims: — <f Do not abhor us for thy 
name's sake : remember, break not thy Covenant 
with us. ,J (Seo Jor. xiv. 21.) 

109. On the ether hand, dons not Jehovah 
hhn&If frequently rest a jpfctf on the same prin- 
ciple, why punishment should fall upon the 
guilty ? 

Ho decs. In the suppositional case stated 
by Moses (Deut xxix, 25) to inquirers after 
the cause of the conditional infliction of ewcep- 
ing desolations on tho Jewish race, tho om« 
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phatfo reply is given — f*'$&Mssb tfayhavo for* 
saten tho Covenant of the Lord God of lUBER 

FATHERS." 

^mwCmbbm^: ... 

200. Jlfrry we not also appeal to the beneficial 
tendency of the doctrine in question as ah argitr 
mcni in its defence ? t 

Most certainly. It is calculated to itispiVO 
a souso of gratitudo to the Most High, that in 
transacting with tho fathers He has a regard 
to the children ; it creates the confidence 
that the Lord, win) lias been the ("ti.nl of cite 
fathers, will also 1k> the children's God ; it 
affords an argument in pleading with Jehovah ; 
it throws a suiohL as it were, oyer a people to 
avert the Divine wrath ; it serves to keep up a, 
remembrancco!" the past; it furnishes a medium 
fur the traneniission, from generation to gene- 
ration, of the record of God's Mighty doings 
on behalf of Zion ; and, above all, it is emi- 
nently calculated to display the unity of the 
Church as a grand Covenant society in all ages. 

201. And, fnudhj, mag not the truth of tho 
doctrine be continued by a consideration of the 
effect* which would result from its practical 
denial? 

A practical denial of the doctrine must lead 
to tho most disastrous consequences. Not to 
Ijitit ttt tlto idea of tho Supremo Doing himself 
.Htng in relation to tho stipulations of tho 
Jovonoiit of mail's salvation, to what, as re- 
ardfl human affairs, will a disregard of tho 
principle k-ad ? Deny the principle, and tho 



88 

subject not born at tho timo of tho coronation 
of tho prince may justly rise up in rebellion 
ngain&t his soyomgn ? ami in turn tho prince 
may refuse such a subject his civil rights; 
the heir may refuse to acknowledge the lia- 
bilities of his predocos-^oi' ; and fiomo stronger 
man may refuse to acknowlege tho rights of 
the heir: anil, iu one word, national deeds, 
however important, at onco loso all their 
value in sustaining and regulating national 
cou<:eru3. 
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satiiios vr, 

* . 
Docrmsns of tiit: rkform hd presbw£BU,s 

CI1UKC1I JJAVR A REOAWP TO SIAJfl IS UI3 
CIVIL RELATIONS, 

SOS. Whai do you intend by tho civil rela- 
tions of man? 

Those relations which ho sustains, aud those 
duties winch are required of him as a member 
of cfoil tteictf/. 

S303- IVttat do you mean by civil society? 

I moan the national society, or the Slate us 
contrasted with the Church* 

304* What is the origin of civil government ? 

" Civil government is not merely tho CTlg- 
gc3tion of necessity, nor tho invention of man, 
like the arts and sciences, hut a moral ordi- 
nance "of God, for the Divine glory ami indi- 
vidual uml Social good" {1 Cor. xi. 14; Bom. 
xift 2; JSxod. xvtil SI, S3; 1 Tim. ii. S>; 
and, like marringo, ife<3-> civil government is' 
placed in a state of moral autijcctton to tho 
Lord Jesus Christ, the Princo of tho kings of 
tho earth. [Hob: ii. 8; Psalm U. 10—12; 
Dan. vii. 11—27.) 
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205. When yon say thai the doctrine* of the 
lirfonncd Pmbyterian Church hare a regard 
to man in his civil relations, what do you intend 
thereby? 

I mean that man, as a Christian, is hound, 
in rill the civil relations of life, to act on 
Christian principles; anil, also, that a nation, 
enjoying the light of Divine revelation, is 
placed under Uio necessity of aiming not only 
ftt the good of man, but also at the Divine 
glory, making the Word of God the supreme 
Standard of duty in tho whole of the national 
procedure. (1 Cor, x. 31.) 

200. fa not this principle distinctly denial by 
a large class of profes&iny Christiana? 

Yes: those usually denominated Voluntaries 
maintain that there is to be a complete separa- 
tion between Church aud State; or, in other 
words, that ]>otititt havo nothing to do with 
rtligunt. 

207. On what [fraud Scripture doctrine do 
you real the proof of the assertion that n<ttion$ t 
as finch, are hound to aim at tho Divine glory 
in all national acts? 

On tho doctrine of the SUPREME WEADsmr 
of Jesus Christ ovjbii xat^chss. (Ephos. i- 
SI, 22.) 

208. What do you underhand by Christ's 
Jieadship over nations? 

I understand by it that supreme moral 
authority and providential rule which Christ 
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oscrciscs, not merely as God, but clso ns 
Mediator, over fill the political associations of 
mankind. 

200; What evidence do you adduce in proof 
of Christ** mediatorial dominion ovtr all the 
civil associations of viankind ? 

First, it is evidently implied in the univer- 
sality of the mediatorial supremacy (Matt, 
xxviii. 18; Col. ii. 10; 1 Petcr iii- 82; Hob. 
ii. 8); secondly, the Saviour is designated by a 
number of titles -which clearly imply the 
doctrine ; as, -when he is called " Governor 
among the nations'" ; God's "Fir*t-bora, higher 
than the kings of the earth"; " Prince of the 
Icings of tho earth"; "King of kings, and 
tow of lords" (Psalm jcrii. 28; lxxxix. 27; 
Rev- i. 6; xix. 1(5); thirdly f civil rulers nro 
frequently commanded to render subjection to 
the Saviour (Psalm ii. 10 — 12; Rom. xiii. 
1 — 7; Titus iii. 1): and, fourthly* inspired 
predictions, in regard to Messiah's reign, prove 
his dominion over the nation* of tho world. 
fPsalm IxxJi. 10, 11; Dan. vii. 14; Psalm 
xlvii. 2—0; Isaiah xlix. 22, 23.) 

210. Does not the supreme headship of Christ 
over the nations lay the latter under solmin 
obligation to render due allegiance to the Prince 
of the tings of tlte earth? 

Most certainly, Nations, being moral subjects 
of tho Redeemer (Psalm xiiii. 1: Isaiah x. C; 
Ezek. ii, 3), aro bound to take Hia laws as the 
supreme standard of right uud wrong (Dcut, 
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iv, 5—8; xvii. 18—30; Josh. I 8); to have 
respect to the moral and religious qualifi cations 
of those who occupy pluee-s of power and trust 
in the nation (Exod. xvih. 21; Dent i. 13 ; 
Eeol. x. 16 ; 2 Sara, xxiii. 8); to swear alle- 
giance to Him ; and to aim at His glory hi all 
that they do — the ruler ruling in the fear of 
the Lord, and the ruled having a respect to 
Christ in their civil allegiance. (2 Sam, xxiii. 
3 ; Horn. xiii. 1 — 7.) 

21 I . How an Christians to conduct thtmilm 
when It rV thir lot U U'k under a constitution 
wJtosc administrators eirhn hate hot hem made 
acquainted with the Divino late, or irAo rtfufii 
to act according to its righteous precepts ? 

In this case it is their duty to bear true 
allegiance to the Saviour, by abstaining from 
all sinful and ensnaring connexions, refusing to 
be partakers of other men's sins (1 Tim. v. 22V; 
and by seeking to inculcate, ns far as practi- 
cable, correct views of the duties which men 
owe, in all the relations of life, to tho availed 
Mediator. (Dan. iii. 18). 

312. Put may not good men he more iacful 
faj homologating an wismptuml system, taking 
part in the general management of affairs, ami 
seeking thcrehy to produce a bttUr state of mat- 
ters, than faj a simple withdrawal from the poli- 
tical arena? 

By no means. Wo are never to do evil that 
good* may come. (Rom. iii. 8). When the Be- 
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former cannot effect a reformation of evils 
without wounding conscience, ho is bound at 
onco to protect and withdraw. (See Psalm xciv. 

2iy ' \ _ 

21$ But does not the fad of dwelling on the 
soil, hind up at! the inJuibitahU of a country in 
such a manner in the national society, tAat thvy 
cannot Moid being partakers of the national 
rjuill? 

Certainly not. True, those who either & a 
tacit or avowed manner incorporate with the 
national society are partakers of its guilt, and 
nothing but a faithful protest against prevail- 
ing corruptions 66h deliver from the guilt of 
such a connexion. Nevertheless, it is equally 
true, that God shall graciously distinguish 
those who arc led to utter such a protest, and 
who keep themselves separate, by refusing to 
touch any "unclean thing." Hence, whi'n 
the messengers of death are sent forth to 
punish for the sins of thelund, the Lord gives 
command to "set a mark" upon the foreheads 
of them who sigh and cry for the abominations 
done in tho midst thereof (Sec Ezekiel ix. -i) ; 
and hence, also, the u two witnesses 1 ' &re mpre- 
SOtitcd rifl keeping themselves separate from 
tho Antichribtian governments of the Latin 
earth for a period of 1,2(10 yearn (See Rev. xi.) 

y 1 1- But does not the fact of the fxhtence qf 
a power, require that Christians render to mat 
power, obedience for conscience take? 
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Tho absurd doctrine of " passive obedience* 
has been founded upon n perverted interpreta- 
tion of the xiii. chap- of the Epistle to the 
Romans — <f The powers tliat bo sir© ordained 
of God," it is said, and, therefore, all are bound 
to submit to whatever j>o\ver exists in the pro- 
vidence of God ! But that the Apostle, In the 
above passage, is not treating sped/tartly of the 
then existing Koman government, but of civil 
government laying down, in fact, 

the inspired canon by which civil government 
is to Ik* conducted — appears evident from the 
following considerations : — 

215. What is your finl argument in proof 
of ihis view of the passage ? 

The first argument in proof of this view of 
the passage is founded upon the import of the 
the terms employed by the Apostle. The best 
Greek scholars allow that the Greek words 
rendered " higher powers/' do not signify Jill 
sorts of authority, but such sots protect men 
in the enjoyment Of their just .rights ninl 
privileges. " Power," in the original,- generally 
signifies mo/tili a.s contrasted with physical 
power, and lor the moat part denotes just and 
law/id poicer, and is .seldom used m relation 
to tyrants and oppressors; hence, PauVn lan- 
guage may, or rather ought to he read, protect' 
ing, or excellent authorities. Buchanan, Jf il- 
ttrti, Melville, Loclco, Dr. Dick. Dr. M'Lcod, 
Dr, W; Symingtoiij and others, take this view 
of the paasaQe, 
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210, What is your *r$ume0 ? 

That the Apdstlo is not treating W&ifwjfy 
of the Roman government seems quite evident 
from tho fact, that hp nialccsno allusion what- 
ever to that government. H<3 lisds abstract 
terms. Ho speaks of 4S power/' " power*/' 
nint 'Uriglior poVora," but never mentions 
Camr, Mora, or the Roman government. 

217. 3T7ifli ii pour third arffttyieni? 

It is impossible to rocoiiciw tlio character 
of the government of Nero, who then wove tho 
Roman purple, with that described by the 
Apostle. Tho cl^iractorof tho power* spoken 
rif must he explains! by the context, wllOW 
they uro descnfr&l a.> *?iiot a terror to good 
works, but to pyii' 1 ; "ininistors of God for 
good"; " bearing not tho uword in vain"; 
" revenge to execute wrath upon him that 
doetli oyiL M But Nero wis tho very opposito 
p{ all this. Nito v. us a pr6fhgat<?i a cjiicl and 
roiMOjSeloss tyrant, a monster of iniquity, who 
put bis own mother to death, and was acces- 
sory to the death of his wife ; a despot wlioitt 
tho Roman seilafco at last condemned to bo 
dragged naked through the etrodts of Rome, 
to I>li whipped to death, and nflenvnrds thrown 
.1dv.il rlie Turpeum roclt, rtS theme/most male- 
factor! Tli0 most blinded devotee of the doc- 
tniii 1 nf pjissivo obedioneo and nou-i^sistanco 
alone, could touch that this mnn— the pattern 
ot the mo*t unpardonable wantonness and cxe- 
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enable barbarity — " tho common enemy and 
fury of mankind" (as Pliny calls him) — could, 
by the Spirit of Inspiration, bo styled " TilK 
Minister or God ron good" to men! 

218. What h your fourth argument ? 

It arises from the nature of the obedience 
required. It is a voluntary conscientious obedi- 
ence — "not only for w rath, but also for »»- 
ntience 9 salto." 

210. What is your fifth argument? 

An argument may bo drawn from a, com- 
parison of tho passive under consideration (Soo 
Romans xiih) with other parts of Scripture, 
[ti 1 Cor. vi. 1, tho Apostto forbids tho saints 
to go to law before the unjust"; and; in 3 
Tim. iv. 17, the Komau power, or Nero, is 
called " tho lion-" If, Own, tho Roman ma- 
gistrates at Corinth are designated "unjust/ 1 
aud Nero " a lion." how can the same Apostle 
designate tho same power an ordinance of 
God ? What was 'i unjust" at Corinth, could 
not be ;| Cud's ordinance" at Homo. In Kphe>\ 
\\L 12, wo am commanded to resist infernal 
principles and powers, in the form of the rulers 
of " tfio darkness of this world"; and Daniel 
and John both set forth the Roman empire, 
under the symbol of a wild lc#$f t to which 
ir t]ic devil gave his power, and seat, and great 
authority/' (Dan. vih 7 ; Rev. xiii. 2.1 To say 
tliat Paul represents the Roman government 
as tho offspring and agent of God, whilo John 
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sets it forth as the offspring and ageut of the 
devil, is to make Scripture contradict Scripture. 

220. JJ r hat is your iiMh argument ? 

If the plirnso " power* that ljo/^jucana every 
^iV/m^.gdvemmentj then it follows that there 
cwmot lo an unlawful power. If every power 
that exists in the providence of God is pre- 
oeptiyoly of God, then it is clear that whoso- 
ever ivaistoth tho government of usurpers, 
tyrant?, and persecutors, rcsistctli tho ordi- 
nance of God, Nay, more, it also follows that 
God 1ms made over to tbe*e powers the right 
to tmmplc on his holy law with impunity, and 
make their own will tho fctandaird of political 
virtue. All such absurd pretension fi are put 
to fihumo hy tho Divine declaration: — "They 
havo BOt up kings, tut not by mo; they have 
nindo princes, nnd I know it not." ( 1 Jos. viii. 4), 

221. h it a part of Christian morality to 
refuse all obedience to immoral tyrannical 'power*? 

J3y no means. There is oWliepce 41 for 
wrath" as well as " for conscience' sake " 

222. What is ofcdintce "far 

It is olirdiciicu from fivir of mngiBtrAtiCftl 
dikplcywuro, 

2211. On>jht any pnurr, hnvful or tmUwfuh 
ever be obeyed \thiU cammtmdiwj xchat is im- 
moral ? 

Never. The Christian must obey God 
rather than num. 

F 2 
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224, ^frjy an nnhuvful puccr he obeyed white 
commanding it hat i$ rujfd? 

Yea: luil. not because of the command of 
tbc unlawful power. Eii such a caee tHo 
Christian v.ill be induced to render olodietico 
from the nature of the commands themselves. 
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CHATTER IV. 

ITiACTICK INCULCATED BY THE HE- 
l-'OUMKD IT.tiSM'TEJilAN CllL'UCEL 

Qkh any fight practical obedience — ■ 
obefticnw pleasing to God — be rendered the 
individual who is iU&titutQ of xwivg faith/ 

No; faith raid wrorlcs are mutually connected 
iiH the tree and its fruit '['lie works of 
iiuiVgonorftto men, hofrovor, iii some rejects 
conformod to tho latter of the law, aminbU* in 
the tiyca of umu, and useful to sock'tv, cannot 
bo acceptable to tits' heart sonrching Jehovah. 
(See Hfig. ii- 14 ; R<Mto> viii. 8; Hoi.. \L (5;) 

Can *jood wtorfa, in any mjfi titmt 

Jieavcn t 

No : I))' the laiv of faith, boasting is wholly 
im IiiiI. il, " A man is justified by faith witli- 
out Llio doeils of tlio law.' 1 (Kotu. iii. tiT, Q8i) 

£27. tt)M! <to J/dtf Mplfiin tft<| ttpparoil differ* 
fnrs hettcMH Paid and James in rcUtton to 
faith and uw/n / 

\Vboja 1'anl declares "Uinta man is justifioil 
by faith without tho deeds of tho law" (Row. 

F 3 



100 

iii- 28), ho intends that faith is the aloiie 
instrumental cause of station, by uniting to 
the Saviour; anil when James asftttti) iA tuftt 
by works a man is justified, and not hy faith 
only" (.James iL 24), he intends that tho faith 
vvUich does not manifest itself hy works, is no 
faith, is dead! 

228- But U it not James 11 doctrine that, in 
order toialvalion % the sinner must parity believe 
and partly perform tfotul work$' 9 and I hat faith 
ami works are $$uaUy efficacious in tfie $hU<£ 
lion of man? 

By no moans. 'Xhoro ik tip ifltcaej/s as re- 
gards salvation, either in fftith or wbrltfli. The 
bdioYer is Bftyod by tho imputed righteousness 
of Christ alono; faith iy the instrument that 
lays hold of the Saviour; and, wherever true 
faith is, it will manifest itself by acts of holy 
obedience- 

229. Seeing that good wor/cj are destitute of 
all claim to merit, what h their necessity and 
value / 

They are necessary to give oyitJ^nco of 
j : :r;u'o ; tp r\ press gratitude; to strengthen 
.assurance; to cdiiy tho brethren; to adorn 
the profession of Christianity ; to silunce ad- 
vorsaries ; to prepare .- for the fruition of God 
in heaven, and promote the Divine glory. 
(Horn. \% 4> iii. 31 ; 1 Cor, ix. 21 ; Titus iii 3;) 

230. Can thou who are dfMiilite of morality 
he in /mmxian of Chritfiamtif? 
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So : although mere morality is not cvan- 
gelic*] bolincsai there can bo no Christianity 
without morality. 

281. IVJutt is the standard of Christian 
practice / * 

Tlio practical precepts of Christ, tho 
Saviour's example, the approved oximplcs of 
tlto saints, 63 well as the whole tow of the 
t. n commandments, form the Btandtird of 
Christian practice. (John xv. 14 ; Horn. iii. 
31 ; Hch. vi. 12 ; 1 John ii. C.) 

232. How may ice classify th$ duties included 
iti Christian practice t 

Into those ilutios which vre owe to Cod, 
ourselves, ami to man. 

233. How may ?iv classify titosk Dunns 
wjiioh tiii: CnursriAX owes to God? 

Thosb duties which tlio Christian more 
C$pwudly owes to God, two fourfold ; namely, 
ymwwl, dotmfic, prkatc-iodw^ and public- 
serial duties. 

234 Mlxat arc the personal duties which the 
Christian owes to God? 

These fire the private reading of the Scrip- 
tures (.forth, i. 8; PsaWa i. 2), devont medita- 
tion (Gen. ttiyi 03; Psalm cxiw 07), secret 
fimyer (Matt, vi. 6 — praising God (Jas. 
v. 13; Ephoa. v. 10), persona] Covenanting 
and (ho observance of seasons of fasting and 
thfti&s^iving. (Gen. xxviii. 20; Psalm xxxv. 
13; CoLii. 7.) 



loa 



83$. What am tf$ domestic dutiw which a 
projmion of true wtujion iuipvralkdy dammds ? 

Theso nre tlio worship of God in the family, 
including the reading of the Scriptures, praise, 
mul jirayor; tho ihstraction of children and 
dome-ties; and tho religious ordering of all 
domestic duties. 

280. Can any consistent memher qf the lit* 
/owned Presbyterian Church, live in the habitual 
neytect of family xvorship? 

No: if ho live in the habitual neglect of 
this duty, lw raugt ho a Covcnaut-broakcr. 

237. Haw do you prove the duty of family 
worship ? 

Family worship is a duty enforced by the 
very light of nature. Tho heathen have had, 
. and still have, their household god* and do- 
mestic libations. As reason tenches that tho 
creature should pmy to the Creator,, so it like- 
wise teaches that man should worship God in 
nil the relations in which he lias beon placed 
by tho Creator. 

238. But con you not prove th* duty ty m 
appeal to Scripture? 

Yes: under the law, by Divine appointment, 
tho morning and evening sacrifice was offered 
np to God, day by day, continually (Exud. 

xxix. 38 — 49; Lev. yi 12; Dan. hi. ill ; Exod. 

xxx. 7); the holy men of God, of whom we 
read in tho Bible, had a great regard to family 
religion, aa ia clear from the examples of 
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Abraham, Job, Joshua; David, anil Cornelius 
(Gen, xviii. 10; Job; i. 5; Joshua x\3\\ IS ; 
1 Chron. xvi, 43 ; Acts x- 2); and in various 
passages of the New Testament, we read of 
" tin 1 Church in the house," which expression 
implies domestic religious exercises- (Rom. 
xtii 5; 1 Cor. xvi. Itt; Col. iv. 16.) 

2!ift. Can you not adduce $UU fiirthc? ffityf 
of ths. ftriptuntl character of thr ditty 9 

Yes: in Ephes. vi. 18, wo arc commanded 
to pray 4 'always/' at even/ ieawn or wery proper 
ocatthion, " with nil prayer/' that is, prayer of 
evM-y kind — prayei suitci to the occasion; and 
no more suitable reason can be conceived than 
the morning and evening of each day. Family 
exorcise* arc evidently nil uded to in Zech. xYu 
J2 — I t ; the Lord's prayer seems emphatically, 
though not rxclu^ively, a fmnily prayer. The 
advantages connected with the exercise, and 
the cvil« connected with ite non-observance, 
arc also sufficicrit to prove the duty and neces- 
sity of family worship. 

2-10. What do you understand by private* 
social iv&r&tijp arid fdhnthip? 

I understand ht it the assembling together 
of a number of fcllow-holioyorsj for the pur- 
poses of the reading of the Scriptures, prayer, 
praitjo; and mutual instruction, and encourage- 
ment in Divino things. 

2-U. Ar« there an;/ twatnph* of such ttmflt* 
llkx in the Divuu- Word f 

r t> 
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• I think so; Tho following Scripture's epbm 
specially to refijr to private praytr Meetings. 
(Seo Dan. iL 17, 18; M:ax. ml L&; Gukq 
xxiv; 3dj Acts i. 11; John xx- !i(J; Acta xii. 
ISJjxvi. 13.) 

242. W'Vitff oOVr argument do gott bri\vj for- 
ward to prow the Scriptural v.haracUr of private- 
social prayer Wl&ti?tgfT 

The duties of mutual pmyor Mirl holy oou- 
fercuco, !iro founded on the Jaw of nature, and 
an- iu i'. r.-itry in ordor to the porJontiauc&of 
Uloflo duties xvhicli Christians owe to 0G#J 
other. J'Voin various [uuwagos of Swijpturo it 
is bidiufdst that there arp various duties which 
Christians ova: to each other, which Cfuinot bo 
attended to in the puMia ordinances of religion, 
ami which, tke^orc, require some stated modo 
of fisSO iatioii ID OrdfcT oiUeicntly to j i.tIiiiti. 
(ilel\ hi. 13, w 3-1 ; John xsih 35; Rom. xv. 7; 
1 Cor. xii. 25; James v. 10.) 

2-13. Dow not the Savipiir lag an iwMorwW. 
foundation for tucb privttti wwti)igs in Matt, 
xviii. J40 ? 

He docs. His words are: — " Ag&hi I say 
uuto yon, That if two of .you shall agree ph 
oar tli na towhibg any tiling that tljoy shall 
ask, it shall bo dowe for them of my Father 
-who is in heaven/ 1 &e; (SeeidsoLukcxxiv. 13 

lol. 

3*14. Wlivt autfltt to }*: Out grand hauling 
rrrreisc in the private as^atioita to which go it 
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Without attempting to cast a slight on other 
important duties I think tho great loading 
pxercisc should be pr<vj?r. It is a striking 
fact, that in nil, or almost nil tho Scriptures 
specified above (See Question the'speeial 
object connected with tho meeting was prayer. 
Daniel sought tho aid of his companions to 
"desire mercies of tho God of heaven"; those 
assembled in tho upper room in Jerusalem 
^continued with one accord in prayer rind 
gupplioation" ; those wot in tho house of M ary, 
"were gathered together praying 1 ' (Acts xii. 12); 
and the place, " by tho river side," near the 
city of Philippi, was a place whore "prayer 
wan wont to be made/ 1 (See Acts xvi. 155.) 

215, What do yon observe in rdatwi to pub- 
lic WORSHIP? 

There are four considerations to bo taken 
into account in relation to public worship; 
Jirsi f the time when it is to be offered up; 
second, the persons by whom it is to bo con- 
ducted; thirdly, the ordinances themselves; 
anil, fourthly, the spirit in which all should bo 
attended to in. 

2*1 0. What period of timo hnth God set apart 
for tfi&lcdcbraiion of public worship/ 

0no whole «lay in seven, which, since tho 
resurrection of Christ, h the first day of the 
week ; and it iy to ho wholly occupied in the 
exercises of Divine worship, except so much 
as is to Iwj taken up in works of necessity and 
mercy* (Acta xx. 7 ; Matt- xii. 12.) 
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247. Is there any day hobj in its periodic 
returns except the Lord's day ? 

Not any. The fasts ami festivals of the 
Old Testament Church are done away in 
Christ (sec Col. it. 10, 17); and although 
when Provitlonco calls for fasting or thanks'- 
giving, a period Pf time sufficient for the duty 
may be lawfully appointed, yet there is no day 
holy except the Sabbath of the Lord. *(Exoii. 
xx. 0, 10; Jacob ii. 15.) 

218. What ftriod of time u comprehended 
in lite Christ ittn Sabbath? 

Tito Christian Sabbath comprehends twenty- 
four hours, from midnight to midnight. (See 
John xx. 1—10.) 

240. WJidt is the. evil of observing holy day* 
of human appointment ? 

Such a practice net only reflects on the 
wisdom of God (Col. ii. 23);" is in direct viola- 
tion of the Divine law (Bxod xx. 0; JSzolc. 
xliii. 8); is a part of Antiehristian supfr.sttlion 
(Pan. vii. 85); but it also tends to banish true 
religion, by diminishing respect for tho Lord's 
day. (Mark xii. 0.) 

#50. By ipJiorn are the various nets of public 
it-orthip to be conducted? 

By ministers of the Word who have been 
lawfully appointed to the office of public in-, 
t? tractors, and bynono else. (See liora. x. 15; 
Acts x. 33; Epiies. iv. 11, 12.) 
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£51. iykat are the several ordinances of 
public warship ? 

Prayer, singing psaltus, the Word road and 
preached, collation for pious purposes, baptism 
ami tho Lord's Supper, blessing thfe congrega- 
tion, and the observance 1 , on proper occasions, 
of days of fasting awl thanksgiving, constitute 
tbo various ordinances of public worship, f I I ah. 
X. i2C ; Psalm xov. 1 ; Mark xiv. 20; Jan, v. 
X3; Mark xvi. lfi, 10; 1 Cor. xvi. 3; Act3 
ii. 41, £#; 1 Cor. xi. S3— 31 ; 3 Cor. xiiL 14; 
Matt. vi. 10; Ndi, xii. 27.) 

252. In what spirit should the ordinances of 
public wrsliip attended to in ? 

In a spirit of diligence, preparation,, roarkoil 
attention, faith aaul lovo, mid a holy resolution 
to render obcdioiico to tho DiviiiQ law, accom- 
panying all tbo ojcowitwa with fervent fttttycfrj 
that tho Most High Would cause the bl&sing 
to di-fTi:d in connexion with his own ordi- 
Jifi3nx^- (Acts ii. 12 j I Citron, xvi, Ji(5.) 

25$. How a ™ the vandii* members of the 
congregation w join in pratjer while the ptiit'ot 
i$ engaged in the sohimu cxertite? 

They oro to "bestow closo attention upon 
what is s[i.>lcoil, accompanying itwitll suitable 
and fervent cja(»i1iuti6iis f ollVrod in so 80crefc 
a uiutJtiLfr as not to attract tlio notice uf others." 
(1 Citron, xvi. $0; 1 Cor. xiv. ftO.) 

25 1- Arr (ill the pcajtft to nujny*' u\ th* pub* 
lie pmiws of Ood in thft Sanctuary V 
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Yes; the command is — "O comedietta sing 
unto the Lord; let us make ft joyful 110196 to 
the rock of our salvation." (Psalm xoy> 1.) It 
is altogether dishonouring tci the grent object 
of "worship, when a choir represents the congre- 
gation in praise, and the. great body of tUo 
pejpplo are silent in a part* of Divine worship, 
so solemn and important! 

$5$ //ow ar<? vtiftyW numbers of the 
Church to contribute of their mhsUmcc for picas 

r £h<sy are to coiilrilmtu fiom a semfie 6f fluty, 
with a view to tho ffl(>ty of God, in a willing, 
cheerful, and liberal spirit, and as the Lord 
iiulh prospered them. (2 Cor. ix. 1 — 15; 1 
Cor. x. 31, x\% 2.) 

250. Do you consider that a tenth of thtir 
available income would be too Much for Christians 
to ikt'oto to rditjioui and hftuvolent purposes? 

I do not: I Lclievo that strong presumptive 
evidence could be adduced from Scripture to 
show that a proportion of income, not less 
than 11 tenth, ought to b£> dovi>led hy Christians 
to general benevolent religious purposes, (Gcai. 
xxviii; %2 ; Mutt. iii. Prov. in. 0 ; Luke 
viii. IS;) 

fKArti art the duties which CfattUttM 
OWE TO 111J£MBELV£S ? 

The duties which Christians two to them- 
selves are watchfulness over their own lives 
(Col iii. 5); strict sobriety and temperance 
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(2 Pet. i. C); purity in speech and conduct 
(James lit. %\ Matt. v. 37J; government of 
spirit (Prov. xxv. 28); dutiful attention to 
their civil affairs (Rom.xii- 11; Prov. xxyii. 
23); regard to their mural a»d i Christian 
character, ami to their privileges, civil ami 
religious (3 John 12 ; Eccl. i.\. 1 ; Acts xxii. 25); 
and umrcmittbig attention to the host interests 
of their immortal souls. (2 Pet. iii. 1-1; Mark 
xhi. 37.) 

258. What are. the duties wuicn Cunts- 

TUNS OVJtt.XO OTHERS? 

These may lw classified in a threefold man- 
ner : first, duties which they owe to man as 
suph; second, duties which they owe to the 
Church; and, thirdly, tho various relative 
duties of life. 

260. WHfA duties docs the Christian owe in 
man, as such '.' 

The Christian owes to his fellow-creatures 
veracity iu Speech (Zech. viii. 10): integrity 
:iiul equity in all his transactions (Mark x. I'M; 
charity, cmirtoousncss, sympathy, help, protec- 
tion, and other tfood offices. (1 Pet. iii. Sj Luke 
x. U0, 37; Matt. v. 44.) 

200. IfOiat arc the duties which the. Chr'ulian 
is under obli'jatiOn to per/arm as a member of 
tho Church ? 

Christiana are found duly to attend on the 
private, social, and public ordinances of religion 
(] .Mm 1 — 3; Phil. i. o); to render a dutiful 
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submission to those who arc set over thorn in 
the Lord (Hob. xiii. 17; 1 Tim- v. 17); to 
submit, wlicsti necessary, to the righteous dis- 
cipline of the Church (1 Tim- v. 20; Hob. xiiL 
17); to benr a conscientious part in all that 
relates to the mdiutcnaiice find ox tension of 
the [Redeemer's cause (Matt. St 10; 2 Cor. ix.); 
to diseharge faithfully the stated ami occa- 
sional duties of brotherly lovo (John xiii. 35); 
and to pray and labour for the peace and pros- 
polity of Won. (Pa. exxii 0—0.) 

SOI. 1I%U do you inkntl by the relative 
duties of life? 

I intend those duties \vhich How from the 
several positions or relations in which man is 
placed by the Most High. These relations 
nra those of husband and wife, parent and 
child, master and servant, ruler and subject, 
find neighbour and neighbour- 

202. What arc the respective duties of hus- 
band find wife ? 

One of the most important conjugal duties, 
and one which may 1>0 said to comprehend all 
the others, h lovo/ (EphftS. v. 25.) This will 
lead to strict fidelity to the marriage covenant 
<1 Pet. iii. 7); the preservation of domestic 
pcnc<> (Matt, v, 1); Proy. vii. 11); mutual 
sympathy aud watchfulness over one another* 
skills. (1 Sam. i. 8; 1 Cor. vii. 10.) And while 
it is the special duty of the husband to defend 
his wife from harm, and to provide for the 
temporal and spiritual wonts of a family, it is 
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tho duty of tho ivifo to placo herself under Ilia 
guardianship, and to aid in the performance 
of domestic duties (1 Tim- v. 8 ; Prov. xxxi); 
and both are to dot with, a view to tho filial 
account. (1 Cor. vii. 29, 30.) 

203. WM <*r* the duties of ? 

It is llu? 'l ily i»f i^irdntS to pray for their 
children, both before and after their birth : to 
instruct thein in divine things; to net ft 'proper 
example before thorn ; to use, when necessary, 
tho rod of correction; to ttfeftko provision for 
their temporal and spiritual \v»T»ts; and to 
train them tip in the nurture and admonition 
of tho Lord. (lea. xljx. 15; 1 Tim. v, «s ; 
Prov. xxix. 15; Job. i. 5; Prov. xxii <>.) 

264. Wlutt are the duties o/ children ? 

Children are bound by the most sacred ties, 
to lovo (Gen. jdvi. 21>) F fear (Low xix. 3; 
Prov. xwu 2B), nnd obey their pari fits I Bplies. 
vi. 1 — They arc also, when necessary, to 
provide, as far 08 possible, for their temporal 
necessities (1 Tim, v. i); to pray for thomj 
anil, in a prudent manner, to bear with and 
conceal their infinities. (Gen. ix. 22 — 27; 
Prov. xxiii. 22.) 

2GC, What arc the dalles of masters ? 

Masters are to have n regard to the moral 
and religious character of those in tlu-ir em- 
ployment (P*alm til C: Getf, xxxix. 3 F 4); 
arid v hilo Careful to assign tficift suitable 
vy'^gea for their work (das. v. 4}, they arc also 
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to treat them in a kindly spirit, allowing them 
sufficient time for the exorcises of religion, 
utid endeavouring to train them up in tho 
fear of tho Lonl. (Con. xviii. H>.) 

2CC. W/uit ffi'i? f/ii of servants? 

Servants ought to perform tho Work assigned 
them coneOieutiQusIj, honestly, diiigoriUVi and 
cheerfully* (Titus ii. 9, 10; % Gq\M.%$—%M 
Erov. xviii. 9.) Tiny arc also to ohtertittri 
n lvvi n-ntial regard for their m ils tor b 3 to pray 
fur thoiVl (1 Tim. vi. 1; 1 TVLii. 1R); and 
submit with ai<Hl4ti!08.8 wlton rohulfed for th> ir 

fault*. (1 ii. lb— 20.) 
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I II APT Ell V. 



IIKI.ATIONS SOSTAWEP BY TTTE BRFORMED 
PKKSIJYTERIAN CEU11CH. 

'"V 



2fl7. Whit do you intend hy the relations of 
/' ll'fornu'J Vreibyterian Church t 

I mti'inl tit** pOftition MSuincd by tlio Ko* 
formed Piv-ilivt* r'niu Church in rotjai'd to other 
L'rONUVtorian bodicsj and ulso in relation to 

the civil institutions of the nation in which 
OProvidoiiCO litis cast our Jot, 

Does not tki expretsion, " relations of 
ho Reformed Presbyterian Churcii," 
Uy tcoke the Idea of her peculiar or distinguish- 
ing principles? 

It <loo8/ 

90O> What arc the pecxttiar or dittinguithing 
fmwipie* ^ if** Ittfoftncd I 'rrsbyterian Church? 

An hftfl boon hinted in u former chapter (900 
QUC$i 70)p I do not consider it correct to 
represent tho diklinguishlng principles of tho 
Gnujrcfi 08 ditiobtibng to a certain definij 




number. Contrast or comparison gives rise 
to distinguishing principles, and the latter cap 
bo enumerated only on the principle of select- 
ing n given object of comparison. The following 
Jmvo, generally, been exhibited 03 distinguish- 
ing principles of the Covenanted Reformation: 
—The universal supremacy of the Lord Jesus 
Christ; the supreme and ultimate authority 
of the Divinu law, ais regards man, in nil the 
relations of life ; (he spiritual independence of 
the Church of Christ; the duty of public sociflj 
Covenanting, and the continued obligation Of 
tlui J Sri tinlt Covenants-: the duty of nations 
.favoured with the Word of God, to acknowledge 
Christ's sovereignty, by owning the true n - 
ligion, and having a regard to the authority of 
the Bible in all legislative, judicial, and 
administrative acts; the right and duty of 
dissent from an immoral constitution of civil 
government; and the application of tlie.se doc- 
trines, in the way of practical testimony, iu 
"opposition to existing evils, . 

370. Mdt/ not the tthole of the distinguishing 
principtit of the Covenanting Church he clarified 
under any one ok a numukk of tiik orbat 
mcading dogtiunbs of ScrittuRe ? 

Yes : the peculiar doctrines of the Church 
of the Second Reformation are not peculiar 
in the sense of being additional or opposed to, 
distinct frotn, or contrasted with, the doctrines 
of Scripture, as they are all capable of being 
deduced, as .cgitimate results, from anyone 
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of ft Dumber of the grand leading doctrines of 
Scripture; ae, for example, tho supreme uni* 
versal Headship of Christ, the doctrine of 
public social covenanting, or that of the duty 
of men, in all the relations of 'life, to snh- 
onlimito themselves to the Divine will as in ado 
known in tho Bible. 

J7L Art th* above-enumerated principle* 
ifmcd only by the Reformed Church ? 

I am not free to answer this question in tho 
ailirmntivcN It is, j>erhaps, a fact, that there 
is not a Birigto one of the distinguishing prin- 
ciples of the Reformed Clmrehbut is thetrtti? 
calty avowed by some one of tho several ceclo- 
aiastical denominations. 

372. \Vhtmn> then, h'e$ sin? grand dis- 

TiNOUlSHINO r I : A TU RK W I U ; I U ,1 1 Y I I I K Jtl I OBMKD 
J'JIII.SHYTUUAN ClIUROlI IS PIHTJNUUJ31IABJ.K 
rnoM ALL OTHER DK80M1 NATIONS ? 

This grand distinguishing A/aturo consists 

IS TlIK PRACTICAL APPLICATION OF A NL'UUER 
OK TUB ABOVK-NAMKD i'lUKClFLES OH DOC- 
TRINES, AND MORE ESPECIALLY THAT OF 

THK SUPREME HEADSHIP OF JESUS 
CHRIST AS MEDIATOR OVER ALL 
THINGS, CIVIL AND ECCLESIASTIC.' 

27!}. You consider, then, that the faithful,- 
pMclicttl triplication of the doctrine of ChrUCs 
Headship will necewtiriltf lead to tdl thol W !•::- 
CULIAH fit th* position of tlie Covenanting 
Church? 

o 2 
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I do; fttii I; trust that it is neither from 
ttgotasm nor self-righteous pride tlmL the asser- 
tion is freely made, that in the full \ JmthfttU 
prttcticat application of the above doctrrMtfa 
Jttforvted Fmtytcriun Church stands alow. 



* y. a t i o n I. 

flUSTAlNITO BY 7lfR RKF0HMr:i> PRE9- 
JIYTEIUAfl CHUJtCit )I< UESPJiCT TO TJIK lililTJCSJI 
CONSTITUTION. 

274. Can you stttte tlu* nature cf the practical 
application of the doctrine of Uhrisfs UemU 
thip orsr nation t inculcated by the fof&hitid 
Prcdytcrian Chunk, m wgttrd to the civil 
institutions of Britain!? 

First, thifl ^uostion may lie answered posi- 
tively; mu\> according lo- tliis ylow, it may he 
observed that l'efbrcned ProsWtoriuns d»> not 
rofuso to dwell on the soil, nor to bo as 
" strangers within tho Wild/' Tfaoy do not 
*efuso to lovd their country with u true and 
patriotic regard; they do not refuse to pray 
unto the Lord for tho peacq and "well-being of 
tho land, that God would advance His own 
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cause, and overturn, or remove what is evil; 
they do not refuse to promote, as much as ito 
thfim lies, all the Scriptural ends of civil 
goy^mirkcnij wheu such eau l>o dope without 
acknowledging tho lawfulness of Authority con- 
stituted on immoral principles; they do not 
refuse to pay a duo ahnre of ilm common ta\u- 
tlon ; yea, oven to imposts of an oppressive 
nature, if not cnact.e<l exj^ifossly for tin immoral 
purpose, nor required as a pledge of subjection, 
they are willing, for wrath's saltd* to subimt^ 
Xor do they refuse to seek tho nation's good, 
hy ft peaceable, doportmcnt, the support of 
whatever is moral and prmspwortliy, and in 
nnv way not inconsistent with tho Dlviho 
Word. 

S7& W/vti ix (fo fwoond or negative ##7y 

According to tho second or negative view, it 
may bo remarked, that JIdormed Presbyterians 
cannot recognise, as (ho moral ordinance of 
God for good, tliat which is immoral mid anti- 
Christian, as to a fearful extent the British 
Government now is; they cannot accept office 
under such a constitution ; they cannot swear 
unqualified oatb.s of allegiance to its adiHiins- 
UntOM, nor tiller up for them unqualiiied 
prayers ; nor can tluy aid in sending repre- 
sentatives to Parliament by tho exorcise of 

tho elective franchise, nor ftct in any way so 
as to acknowledge, as the moral ordinance of 
God, what is immoral and antlChrhslian. 

a 3 
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270. Why do Reformed Presbyterians (kern 
it dutiful to dissent /row and protest agoimt 
rnnny things, connected with the civil inxtiliUions 
of Great JJritain / 

They do 8b for two reasons :— first, because 
the British constitution homologates many 
tilings which are not only erroneous, immoral, 
and unscriptural, hut even anti- Christian iu 
their character; and, sccondhj, because thoy 
huvu boon taught in Scripture that it i3 tbo 
duty of Christ's witnessed, not only to guard 
against Icing partakers of the national guilt, 
but also to protest against "the tbwno of 
iniquity, which fniiiioth mischief by a law,'* 

277. What are some of the evils in the JiritUh 
Constitution to tchhh yoit allude? 

Oho very great evil is the BuAsmjc Suraii- 
iucy of the British Crown. Cliri^t is given to 
1>0 Head over. Jill things to His Church (Ephus. 
i. ii'ij: yet tin; British monarch " is vented with 
all power, to exereiKO all nmuuerof ecclesiastical 
juris:.] lotion ; and archbishops, bishops, nroli- 
iloacons, and other ecclesiastical person?, have 
no manner of jurisdiction ecclesiastical but 
by and under the kings majesty, who hath 
full pCWOf to hear and determine all manner 
of cases ecclesiastical, aud to reform and cor- 
rect all vice, sin, errors, and heresies what* 
■ -soever." * 

27B. What other evil do you eiUttdo to ? 

. • See Act 20th Henry Villi, cafi..l* 
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In soma respects, the very constitution and 
claims of tho high court of Parliament arc 
inconsistent with the Headship of the Re- 
deemer. Tho constituent parts of a Parlia- 
ment nro the king, th« Lords spiritual and 
temporal, and tho Commons. Thctnonarck 
Bits in Parliament, in hi3 rbyalcaptcity, ns 
supremo head of the Church. The lords 

Bpiritufl] — hi-hi'ps ati<l nri-hliishops — an order 

in direct opposition to the law of Christ, hold 
their scat us ecclesiastical persons exercising 
lordship over God's Church ; ami the claims 
of this supreme court are in some respects 
Erastian.* 

27 U. Can you specify any other evils ? 

Yes: Prelacy is ma<lo an essential part of 
tho constitution, and tho monarch, at his 
coronation, solemnly swears to support tho 
religion rstfihlishid hy law. Popery might 
also lo said to form an integral part of the 
Constitution, lining magnificently endowed in 
tho Popish College of J\laynooth,uuil in twenty- 
four out of the thirty-eight British Colonics: 
and, oven till the present day, the English 
Government gives £100,000 per annum to 
tho idol temple* of India ! f 

380. Arc not the honoun of Christ's Head- 
ship derogated from by tiip way in which indii'i- 

• See DlncliHtono, vol- 1, pp. 105— 100. 

+ Soo Dr. Dulf/i Speech in General Assembly of 
free Church, HBJ." 



iftmte or* admitted to places of power ami trust 
in tte nation? 

Most clearly- The Divino law requires 
that dblfi men, and men of good moral *ind 
religious character, should be raised to places 
of power and trust (hoc Deut. i- 13 ; Keel. x. 10; 
a Sam. xxiii. :*); whureas, in these kingdoms, 
Papists and Infidels, &c, are raised to 
authority and influence. 

281. But is U not pkiwecution to-preymt 
any person, w)iQ jw#* a <itw proportion of ike 
common t amrt ion t from wfojing thc honoun mid 
emolument* of the Suite* 

By no moans : there is a rljht and twwtj in 
religion and politics, as well as in everything 
else ; and those who choose the jfafoj have no 
right to claim the privileges necorded to tlioso 
who embrace the true. To admit iwliseri- 
imnatcly to political privileges tho righteous 
and tho wicked — those who arc destitute of 
moral character as well as those who fear 
pod — is to prepare the way for tho approach 
of national judgments, and it may bo, ulti- 
mately, for tho prostration of all national 
virtue. : 

282. Dp ic* not also discover a total disregard 
to the honours of the R&l center's crow' 
xvmj in tehich the various rditjious bodies are 
endoiwd ? 

Yes : a low political expediency seems in- 

variably to actuate the donors, as .no religious 

; j 
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denomination is endowed hccauw it holds thf 
truth, but simply because it is deemed ex* 
pedtent to do *so- This is qoito apparent from 
the, fact, that the same band which endows 
Prelacy mid orthodox Prcslyterianixm does tho 
same for Socinianisin, Popery, au^i even Hin- 
doo idolatry. 

283. Arc there not also many other ceils which 
•militate agdmst the honours of Chri»Cs awn. 

Alas ! yoa- Tho wicked acts of Charles 
U.-8 reign aro still allowed to disgrace tho 
statute-book. At the Revolution the attain- 
ments of the Second Reformation were not. 
rostored ; by tho Incorporating Union between 
England and Scotland (l?07), tlio Solemn 
League, and most of the public proceedings 
consequent on that deed, arc virtually annulled ; 
and, in consequence of tho Biblo being rejected 
as tho bivsis of h^islution, a flood of practical 
immoralities abound, as the systematic dese- 
cration of tho holy Subbath, Ac. 

2841 Hittj, as 710 human Ktfstem can he perfect f 
and as there arc many thing* in connexion with 
the British Constitution iehich arc most $xedlent f 
u it not fattiom> and even sinful, to refuse to 
homologate the civil institutions of Britain 1 ! 

" It is freely granted that there are many 
noblo features in tho British Constitution." By • 
it provision is made for scouring the right* of 
wan, as fully, purhups us is done in any other 
nation. But the same cannot besmd of tho 
rights of (Jod, as it can hardly admit of u 
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douht that tho existence of the above-men- 
tioned evils provo Grout liritain still to bo 
one of TEE uonxs of this Beast, and as such 
she is to bo testified against by Christ's wit- 
nesses, (Se&ltar. xiii. 1, A-c.) 

285. Bte&u&t Jleformed l f rc^i/i^rhxnsca?inot 
conscientiously nutoftr unqualified oaths of allegi- 
ante to the British Crwvn, nor homologate the 
British Comtitiiii&fif are tkty f on. this account, 
to be stigmaimd tcitk the name of robclV? 

By no means. Tho ^pUhcta, " fanatics," "nuti- 
govonimont men, rebel*/' &Q* t way he ilung 
forth by thohc wlioso judgments arc vitiated or 
weak; but it is a far other thing to Subatautlato 
the truth of such charges- Although " Cove? 
uanters" cannot swear unq\uUi(icd oaths of 
nllegiance, ijfcc,, neither can thoy join with any 
improper association, nor employ any uuscrip- 
tural moth odd of seeking to remove the evils 
against which they protest Truth, the Word 
orCjod faithfully applied, not rebellion, is tho 
weapon they would wield. 

380. On what grounds do the mtmber* of ih$ 
■Htjormfd PretbjftovMii Church rtfust to twrcist 
tfu ekclivt franchise ? 

Tho ground* of their refusal are contains! 
in the following statement: — First, Every per- 
son who outers the Bjtftisli Parliament is 
rcijuircd previously to take* certain oaths, bind- 
ing himself to tho fall extent of tho national 
cumpact. He must swear '•" to be. faithful 
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tear- true flUegianco' ? 'to the sovereign,* hi 
intaining and executing the u statutes, laws, 
A custom* of the ivalui M ; or, in Otter words, 
lie swears to support the constitution iia by 
law established. Secondly, The constitution, 
as is shown above, binds to, or embodies, sys- 
tems which arc not only immoral and uhserip* 
turalfbut also aii&Christini^in their character: 
irdhf* Tho elector employs tho person 
ccted to act on his own Lu?lial/ r or to do whiifc 
it would be impossible tor all tho elector* to 
perform personally. Hence, llefonned Preiby* 
tcnans cannot voto at elections, under present 
circunisUmees, because they cannot swear tx> 
support- — no, not for an hour — -tile evils inherent 
in the constitution, 'rimy should have no 
objection, however, to excise UlO elective 
franchise, svord they permitted to do w» without 
" doing," and marhig to do, « evil that good 
may come." 

Why do Informed Prt&gUrian* refuse 
to offer up unyuuttjied prayers for the powers 
that be and the constitution V 

Becauso by so doing they -would be solemnly 
calling upon God to support and perpetuate 
that which, in their profession, they have 
declared to be immoral, unseriptunil, and even 
anli-ChrUtiaiu 

288, Bttt doe* not a Tffti&al io cmphy the 
form of prayer generally ttmt by other* for 
those hi authority subject ihos* refusing to the 
charge of acting in opposition to the Smpturcv! 
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• 1 Tho very opposite* Covenanters aro not 
ignorant of the command to pray for kings 
ami those in authority ; they nre aware that 
tliis is said to be u good and acceptable in tho 
sight of God our Saviour, who will have all 
men to be saved"; but, at the same time, they 
ani anxious to attach proper ideas to every 
such precept and command. They are per- 
suaded that it is a Scriptural duty to guard 
their prayers for " the powers that he," so as 
not to homologate what is immoral in the 
existing system. But when unqualified prayer 
Is offered for its stability! will it not be under- 
stood " as n petition that it may bo preserved 
just as it U 9 in its iiitegml parts — Popery, 
Prelacy, and Erastianiimi" ? 

289. But docs not Jeremiah command the 
Jewish captives at Babylon to seek thf peace of 
the city whither they were carried capiivey, 

* f AKD TO FRAY UNTO THE LOUD FOfl IT"? 

He does (sco Jer. xxix. 7); and the com- 
mand is in direct accordance with the views 
ami practice of Reformed Presbyterians. They 
do seek the peace of the nation, and they do 
pray to God for it; but they would desire to 
pray in such a way as nut to homologate what 
is unscriptuml, immoral, and anti-Chrjsthuil 
Thut tho Jewish captives were not conunauchr.l 
to employ " unqualified prayers** for the city 
of their captivity, is clear from tho 51st chap, 
of Jeremiah, in which we have a sublime pre- 
diction of .Babylon's overthrow. Hence, it is 
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absurd to assert that tho captives nro com- 
manded to pray for the upstanding of that 
which God denounces, mid dachu'es that Ho 
will utterly destroy, 

890. Why da Reformed Preslyterianx refuse 
to accept -office wider tin ' British CotistUuthn ? 

By ho (loing! thoy would homoloyalo that 
which, in tlicii* profession, tbtiv hdCyo declared 
to bo immoral and unseriptural. 

SOI. But does the fact of an indivitlual ac- 
cepting office under the British Crown necessarily 
phii*j# the individual to thfu-hofo extent of the 
national compact * 

Most certainly. The British constitution 
is ft national corapacti lo which rulers and 
subjocts bind themselves by ftblornn oaths ; 
and no ono can bo ivmcmbor of tho national 
Ixidy politic, or vote for a member of Parlia- 
incnt, or hold any office, civil, ccGlosiasUcoJ* 
or military, in connexion with the British 
Government, without being pledged to tho 
whole extent of the national compact- 

20.3. Butts U not a fact that Joseph, Darnel, 
find ffche/ftiah accepted ttudor hmtfan 

monarch*? 

Ycis : Josopli was mado scpond ruler over 

nil tit'/ land of Egypt; Daniel was proclaimed 
third rillct in tho kingdom of ihtbylon, and 
was afk-vwiirds mado chief of tho three presi- 
dent^ who wore over ono huudred arid twenty 
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princes, in the kingdom of Darius ; and Xeho- 
minh held a distinguished place iindor tho 
Persian monarchy. 

SOS. // f/tw, Jo^ph , 2)aniel r ami NehmiaJt 
awepfci office, tcith the Dirt no approbation, 
vuder heathen monarch*, with uhat consistency 
can il be ttrffitcd thai Reformed PmhylfrUnn 
may not lawfully accept office under the British 
Crown. 

The chros nrc not at nil parallel, Tho 
government of Britain is constitutional, wheroas 
thoso of Bah yl on find Ptimix were dctjhtiiiri*. 
Joseph, Daniel, and ^ohomiah hud substan- 
tially com nutted to tln:tn tlio whole administra- 
tion of tlio respective kingdomsih which they 
lived, anil wo navd no reason to suppose thai 
theso pkuia men were required to hind them- 
selves in any Sv&y to uphold immoral constitu- 
tions, or to support what was opposed to tho 
will of Got! ; whereas, in Britain, nil tho 
members of tho national society, rulers and 
ruled, are mutually hound hy oath to maid- 
tain tho "whole complex system denominated 
tlio British Constitution. 



$04. Reformed JWdyterians refusing to iak* 
any part in the political movements of the day 9 
by what means do they prcqxw to aid in intro- 
ducing tltpt glorious cm when (he Jijngdotnt of 
t/iis world xluill lecom the kingdoms of our Lord 
attd his Chrivt. 

As time-honoured agencies which tlio Lord 



hath owned during the past in promoting 
relbramtiou, they would employ the j^roncljin^ 
of the Gospel and tha other means of jjrafv; 
u testimony for the whole, of Christ's trittL in 
opposition to nil orri6r; practical eo-oporntum 
witli others; as far as that U*ti*n6jiy will allow, 
in all that relates to the publib gopd^; and the 
inculcation of Scriptural truth, in regard to 
civil well na religious concerns 
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nn.ATlONS SUSTAINED BY HIE KKI'OUMKO PRCS- 

Bvri i:i.\n dnaiton WITH respect to other 

PR ESI* VTEIITA N CnURCKKS. 

205. Is it soft or dutiful to institute inquiries 
with respect to real or supposed difference > 
iiiong pvfemng Christians ? 

os. In P&tlh) oxli. f>, the result of faith- 
ful expostulation is .spoken of as 14 a lewdness," 
and as " an excellent oil" which .shall wot 
break tlic head. In Lev. xix, 7, the couittihnd 
is given, 14 thou shut in any wiac rebuke thy 
neighbour, run!. not stiff r sin upon him " In 
I The*, v, the Christum i? urged to " 
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nil things" and to hold fast that which is goal. 
Paul withstood Peter to the face because ho wus 
to be blamed (Gal. ii. 11 ); and Peter shows 
that it is u Christum duty to be ready always 
to give un answer to every man that aaketh 
him a reason of tho hoj>o that is in him witti 
meekness and fear, (I Peter ii). 15.) 

20C. Are the points of difference or Offte&i 
meat among the various Orthodox Preslt/terian 
ChurcJie* the more numerous f 

It is a mutter of thankfulness to God that 
the grounds of agreement among all tho Evan- 
gelical Churches — ami more so among Ortho- 
dox Presbyterians — aro more numerous^ than 
the pom t# of ditlerenee. Orthodox Presby- 
terians not only substantially agree (at least 
theoretically) in tho extensive range of doc- 
trine kid down in the Westminster Coiifessiopi 
of Faith, but also in relation to tlio form of 
Church Government and the mode of Cliris- 
tian worship; whereas tho grounds of difference 
may bo reduced to a few doctrinal and practi- 
cal points, 

2117. tlace you not laid above (&eo question 
27 % -i) thai thf practical application of the doctrine 
of Chrht '$ Headship, constitutes the grand dfa* 
tinguishing feature whereby the Covenanting 
Church is distinguishable J'rvm other denomina- 
tions f 

Yes : and although the points of difference 
resulting from tho practical application of thia 
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doctrine may be few in number, they iitQ not, 
on (his account, tlio less important. 

208- When you speak of the relation* sus- 
tained hy the Covenanting Church in respect to 
ether Presbyterian Imties, what particular 
Churches do you allude to ! 

I nil ml'- | »:ivtj4'ii!arlj to the General As- 
sembly of the Prcsbytormu Church in IreUud; 
tho JbYeo Church of Scotland, the Established 
Church of Scotland, the United Presbyterian 
Church, nml tlio Associate Synod of Original 

Seccders. 

299. Wltervin does the Gkkeual Assembly 

OK TUB PjUB8 B YTERIAN CHURCH IN IllKI.AND 

act unfaithfully with rcsjyect to Christ* s Headship? 

She docs so in a fourfold in tumor * — Ftr$t f 
by repudiating tho ancient Covenanted Con- 
atitutiim, iu Church and State, of those onco 
covenanted lands ; tccondli;, by. homologating 
tho present Unscriptural, PrclaUc, Erastian, 
Popish, and Infidel constitution of Britain ; 
thirdly, by Acquiescing in various unstcriptural 
political measures ; mid fourthly, by manifest- 
ing a marked disregard to the claims of tho 
It cd comer, in t lie department of ecclesiastical 
discipline. 

800. JBtd cfou ihc Pre^yUrian Church in 
Ireland repudiate the ancient Covenanted Con- 
stitution of these lands? 

Undoubtedly sho does; at least practically. 
Ah illustrative. f tho Unth of this assertion, "it 
might be shown that, during the period of the 
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Second Reformation, no person could be ftd- 
mitted to a seat in tho legislature without ft 
public profession of Christianity, according to 
the Scriptural and Protestant acceptation of 
at term ; whereas, the Irish IVe-sbyteriait 
hureh homologates ft oonstitutiou by which 
Infidijlg, Socmiuns, aud Papists wo admitted 
to places of power tmd trust in the nation. 
Agni n , n\ itiyi tits tand ing oft-ropcatod lioaStS 
about Uoing lho proper representatives of the 
8 'nitUh martyr the Irish Presbytoriiui 
Church refuses to own the continued obliga- 
tion of Lho British covenants I 

301. But (ir^ not the minister* of {As General 
AtszmUy required tb AckHo1oledge t at their ordt* 
nation, 14 the moral obligation of public religious 
Covenanting"? 

Yes : but this acknowledgment, tin made by 
the ministers of the Assembly, appoars- to 
moan just nothing, ns tin- continued obligation 
bf the British Covenants is not owned by lh;tt 
body, nor ia any now covenant entered into. 
WitliQut insinuating that the design of insert- 
ing the above question among those put to 
miniBtorfl at their ordination was to got rid of 
the British covenants, under the idea of a 
vague acknowledgement of tVioui, it m evident 
that it admirably subserves this purpose. 

, 302, 3pW can it Ic shown thai the General 
AssxniMrf of the Presbyterian CJkurdi in Ireland 
homologates lh6 British Constitution ? 
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First, it h evident from the exercise of the 
elective franchise, and a willingness to accept 
sycli civil offices of power and trust us can be 
.■flituim tl— including, pf or,\v^ t .wearing 

of unqualified oaths of allegiance ; secondly, it 

umy It shown to follow nsamitivocolisoqueuca 

from the practice of ottering up unqualified 

pmjora for thosa in authority; thirdly Uio 

receipt of llegium Dohum, on the tonus on 

which it in obtained by Unit hody, implies a 
homologation of thu constitution ; auil, in the 
fourth place, oft repeated declarations of loyalty 
prove the same thing, 

308. Does not the general practice of offering 
unqualified prayer* for those in authority, 
th<' pgrt of VietbytcrUtn mmUter*, imply a 
otogotion ff the constitution ? 

It doti . Such pmyor« otthermoan nothing, 
or they Intend that the Most lli*;h in nuppli- 
chti I to piroBcrvo tho tvunipt civU institutions 
of Britain just tU] they afco, including Popery, 
Prelacy, (iritl Erftstionisml That the latter 
impression is produced or) the inind of every 
leurer, will scarcely bo disputed; 

JJ01« fi not f/id receipt of Mcgium fionum, hy 
i$ Irish Presbyterian Church, derogatory of 
honour* of the ttedeeme/s crown, and a 
whgation of the Ihilish Constitution / 

1 1 It cannot l>o denied, that at one time 
n oath of allegiance wus ivtjuiivd in order to 
tho receipt of lUginm Donum 4 dud that such 

ii 



an oath would still bo taken, if required, is a 
thing understood on the phtt of the donor*. 
Xtcffium Domim lias, at nil times, boon given on 
Erustian principles, ami with a total disregard 
to the lion i in in of tho Redeemer 8 crown, and 
tho reception of the gift constitutes tho reel- 
pieiila juirUikers of other men's sine. 

305. Hotc do yon show that Picgium Dan um 
has ahutt/9 Ivat given on were jwlitical and 
JSrafitwn principles? 

Tlnu is evident, from Ibo terms of the re- 
spective grants, 

900- 7J7mtji, ami on what terms, «*w the 
first grant given t 

ihojirtt grant was made by Charles II., in 
1072. This grant consisted 'of JEOOO, whioh 
avu8 to be divided in equal proportions among 
the ministers who >yero in tlie country in ICtfO, 
Tins grunt vras given " of his M^cfity's own 
moi'o motion/' and \vos marked in tho account* 
aw " secret service' 1 money, 

307. ff 'Un wm the tun ffiint vt ir£« f 

In 1C90, by William Ilf. Tints grant, 
which is sni<] hy advoatfea for tho licgium 
Daman to jifiVo heen its proper Origin, insisted 
of £1, 300 per mmum, jnut the following are 
the teruiB in which the original order is ex- 
pressed: — " Being assured of tho peaceable and 
dutiful temper of our snirt subjects, and sonei- 
Lie of tho losses tlxoy have sustained, and their 
constant labour to unite tho hearts of others in 
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zeal and loyalty towards us, we do hereby, out 
of oar royal bounty, give and grant?' Ac* 
This grant was given to the Presbyteriaii mi- 
nisters because they had increased the number 
m& zeal of William^ political i&hOrontS, and 
out of his own royal bounty; that is it was 
raHtiau ami political in its origin and object-* 

808* IVhm uvn (he third grant qf llojinm 
wnn (firm? 

n tho accession of Queen Anne, in 1701. 
o crmiditiona of this grant wore *till more 
Krastiun than those of the former.- Iiisteftd of 
the former designation — *' to Presbyterian mi- 
nisters" — the patent ready thus: — u To be dis- 
tributed among such of the Nonconforming mi- 
istera, by warrant from the Lord Lieutenant, 
or other ch.of governor or governors for tho 
time being, In aioh manner m ho or thoy shall 
it nccowaiy for our service; or tho good of 
id kingdom. 1 ' That in, if any minister dared 
act, speak, or preach, yo ais to offend tho 
government, the Lord Lieutenant would de- 
lve him of his bounty, f 

809. When iras the next regular addition 
mode to thti Itrgium Demon ? 

In I 78 l, mi addition of £ 1,000 was made to 
Ihn Domun, by tho ^vornmcnt of George ILL 
Thin graill appear to havO been forced from 
~;ovormnoiit by the threatening aspept of the 
lines, mid by tho increasing powor of the 

• SeoTtvtd'il nil lory, Vol. II., p. 384. 
f Sob Hvid'H HfctorjyVol* III. h>. 10, II. 

ii 2 
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Irisli Volunteers. In relation to the srn&llneas 
pf the grant, the Duke of Portland, the then 
Lord Lieutenant, expressed a regret that the 
conduct of (ho government was 44 foolish anil 
impolitic, as it deprived government of tlio most 
valuable purchase which it ever had of making 
in Ireland;''* It was at this time that tlio 
Seceding Synod first received a share in Royal 

bounty. The first grant made to that body 
jyiis ir>00 per ntmuin, and tho grounds on 
which it was made were as secular as thoaoort 
whiflh tho grant was made to the Synod of 
tllstcr. 

810- When teas the next addition mmU 
the Bounty t 

In 1792, shortly after n general election ; 
and the largo addition of .€5,000 which was 
mow nmde, 44 during pleasure " can ho viewed 
in no dtlier light than as payment for election- 
eering zeal on behalf of two uohlo candidates 
for Parliamentary honours. 

STL What is the next step in the history of 
Royal Bounty ? 

That proposed and curried by Lord Castle- 
nragh in 1603, when the ministers were divided 
into three classes, and, as they belonged to tho 




[, or third class, they received re- 
spectively £100, .£75, and £50. , The addUion 
made at this time amounted to jB8,641 2s. 

♦ S«6 Dickson's Narrative, r»P- 201, 202. 
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. 312. What induced Isml CtutUreaqh to am 
recourse to the system qf ebmijieathn ? 

Tho soettJt of tho movement ig disclosed in 
one of his lordship's letters to Mr. Aldington* 
in which he writes that the Presbyterian body 
hud 4i partaken so deeply of tho popular and 
dewwraiio politics of tho country an to ho an 
object much morn of jealousy than of support 
to government. I am of opinion that it is only 
through a considerable internal fermentation 
of the body, coupled with some change of sys- 
tem, that it will put on a different system, and 
acquire better habits."* 

313. In addition to classification, what other 
mtmuw did Am hnhhip adopt in order to 
induct a change in tho " innp«r and haltti 11 of 
the Ulster Pmbf/teriam? 

Tho Donum was raado a (mint from tho 
State, not to the body as such* but to Cftch 
minister; and his receipt of it depended on 
his producing to the Lord Lieutenant twb cer- 
tificates, one from tho Presbytery to which ho 
belonged, attesting hid ordination, and another 
Binned by two magistrates^ attesting that he 
h(id taken and (ntbseriBed tho oath of allegiance 
to the reigning sovereign* Tho object of tho 
government in these measures whs declared 
to bo to make the ministers 14 more dependent 

• Sco Memoir*, of Lord Cftatlcrcflgh, vol. IV,, 

n 3 
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and render them more amenable to govern- 
ment" * 

314. Is not the reception of Jlcgium Domini 
hy Prrshyferian ministers now — fotQiviwj us ih&/ 
do th4 original nature and design of the grant — 
a virtual Jwnohgation of the degradation of their 
father*? 

Undoubtedly it b« From first to last tho 
Regimn Domitn has been the price of political 
HiibHurviency ; mid, although tho terms of its 
reception may now bo a littto relaxed, thovo 
aro still thiriif and tho reception of tho grant 
without ox pbtnation or protest by the present 
race of ministers in ah cedent acquiescence 
in tho degradation of those who havo gone 
before, * 

81& Bill hive not several modifier (tons been 
introduced into the working of the system since 
the dogs of CaslUreagh ? 

Yes: the classification wis abandon^! in 
1838, and a uniform stipend of J675, Irish cur- 
rency, was promised to each minister; and, in 
1810, tho regulation was issxted thatnoliounty 
would bo paid unless tho minister received at 
least £35 of iudopoiidont yearly Htipcml. Go- 
remnant regulation* still exist 9 and these hive 
been altered again and again by Government 

WITHOUT CONSULTTNO T.lllv As$i£MJJliT. 

• Soo Memoirs, &c£ VoLIlL, i>. DBS. 
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Sin. In addition to the homohgatimx of the 
&ht of the government in granting Ttegiutn Jhmim 
on principles tttbwtsitit of Christianity* what 
arc seme of the more practical evils connected 
with the reeeipt of this (front? 1 

The receipt of Jlegium Donum by tho Irish 
Assembly affords government n pretext for the 

endowment of Socialism and of Hie Popish 
College of Maynocih,; and it is to ho feared 
that it bus prevented thai body, as such, from 
exposing the evils of the British Constitution, 
and also, that it has led to a sinful acquies- 
cence with various unscriptural acts of British 
legislation, as tho Emancipation Act, the 
Irish National System of Education, the lato 
Mam'ngo Act, Sec, 

17. Iluwean it he shmnx that the claims of 
e Redeemer, as regards ecclesiastical discipline, 
1 ' ' by the General Assembly? 

Properly speaking, thorp' nro no distinct 
M terms of communion" in connexion with tho 
General Assembly, but person 6f opposing re- 
ligious sentiment arc freely admitted to tho 
eating ordinances of tho Church. It is also 
true that n full profession of religion — bl- 
ading the daily performance of family Wor- 
ship — is not made a term of communion ; but, 
the fact of taking a seat in a place of Worship 
is deemed sufficient to constitute an individual 
a church member. It is no uncommon thing, 
moreover, to niuke such a difference between 
tho saeriunonts as that persona who may be 
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considered unworthy of a seat at the Loni's 
table, or who habitually licgloct this ordinance, 
haye no difficulty in obtaining baptism for their 
children.* 

818. Wherein dpe* the Established Church 
OF iScOTLAND act unfaithfully with regard to the 
Redeemer's Headship? 

This Church can only be said to he nomi- 
nally Presbyterian, as her Presbytcrianisra 
rests on no higher ground tlmn itd ftgrceabtp- 
3 loss to the will of the people. Her position 
is altogether subversive of the Second Refor- 
mation. She iy the veriest creature of Brastirin 
State control. Her creed — the Confession of 
Faith — is received by her at the dictation of 
the State, the Act of being disregarded. 
By submitting to the iniquitous yoke of pa : 
tronage, she homologates the monstrous churns 
of the State to coerce the Clmreh in the forma- 
tion of the pastoral relation ; to suspend spiri- 
tual censures; to interdict the preaching of 
the Gospel, and (he administration of the sn- 
<uiiments; to reverse decisions of Church courts ; 
and, in fact, to stay all process of discipline, if 
in any matter the law of patronage is infringed. 
Aa regards discipline, the ignorant, the irreli- 

• Th<* reply to question 317 must l>o liikon in a 
considerably qualified senF.p, when applied to a num- 
Ihmt of those congregations in connexion with the 
Assembly, whicli were formeily under the tare of Uio 
Secession Synod. 
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lions, and even tho immoral aro admitted to 
[ic most solemn ordinances of tlio Church I 

319. What evils* in cormexton with the Free 
itcn ok Scotland, are condemned by the 
alimony of the Reformed Presbyterian Church? 

With tlio exception of what 'has boon ad- 
ed in regard to Rogitm Umum $ oil that 
ipri said with rosjicdt to 11 tho General 
Assembly of tho Prosbytonou Church in Jx& 
land n may, with equal force, bo applied to 11 the 
Frco Church of Scotland." Although this 
Church has made a full nnd Scriptural declara- 
tion with regard to tho exclusive headship of 
Christ over His Church, and has taken anohlo 
stand in relation to the lU'deetuLT'H cause ^.-nc- 
rnlly; yot r it is evident that her ehiiin to bo the 
legitimate rcpr^smtnthv i>f tlu» Church of tlio 
ond Reformation, is repudiated by \wv own 
oil position, which position is, in several 
particulars, condemned by the Testimony of tho 
Itefonned Presbyterian Church. 

3.20- What are some/ thrse particulars? 

Fint, the continued obligation of the British 
ovenauts has never been owned by the Free 
"ureh; tecomlly, that Clinreh has never as- 
sumed a Scriptural jvosition with respect to 
tho iniquitous law of patronage.; thirdly, sho * 
has manifested a disposition to cloave too tena- 
ciously to the li evolution Settlement and Treaty 
of Union; ML&tfoitrl/th/t she hold* a. connexion 

n 5 
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With an un scriptural and Antichristian State, 
qaiio inconsistent with many of her noblo con- 

tendings. 

021. Ja if a- /<rc£ tiial the Free Church refutes* 
to oitxi the continued obligation of the British 
Covenants? 

It is. Individual ni embers may have spoken 
well of these Covenants, but thoTiody as such 
refuses lo own their continued obligation. 

329. Hqtt do you show that the Free Church 
has >uwr assumed tt Scriptural position with 
respect to Patronaifet 

Tho Free Church cannot, with much pro- 
priety, bo flosigaiated an anti-patronago Church ; 
lor, although she has declared (see Fnj© Church 
Catechism, Question 108) that patronage is a, 
grievance and tho main caww of the difficulties 
in wliich she was involved; yet, Mat conflict all 
along wis merely for tho maintenance of tho 
''Veto Law." Now, tho "Veto Law* 1 homolo- 
gated patronage, and wis framed tdth tho 
design of interfering with it V to tho least 
possible extent";* and, instead of "reviving 
tho cpir^—as Qucs. 11)3, in Free Church Gate- 
chisni, asserts it did — it actually abolished it, 
and. instead thereof, substituted the ulisruce of 
form nl protest. 

• 323. Do^s not tW»! * Claim of Right and tho 
Prpfest" bind tfti Free Church irretrievably to 
the Hevotution Stitlem&tt aud Treaty of UnU0 

• Soo Reply to Sir Jacties Grahnm 1 s Letter. 
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't docs. Although the Free Church admits 
ml there were many and scripuiS defecta in . 
the Revolution Settlement, yet, in the resolu- 
tions of 1838, she asserts of the Revolution 
Church what never was true, namely) * 4 that 
in nil maUciU touching the doctrine, discipline, 
and government of this Church {the Revolution 
Church), her judicatories possess an exclusive 
jurisdiction, founded on the Word of God." 
Such ait exclusive jutfediethm tho Revolution 
CI inroh never did possess, ofi she has always 
heen under tho bondage of Erastijmifliu ; yet 
the M settlement of the Church effected at tho 
Revolution, and solemnly guaranteed by the 
Act c>f Security and Treaty of Union,*' is the 

foundation of tho Free Church's protest against 
the doings of the civil power. Hence it is 
evjjdent that while, in tho main, the noble con- 
tendings of those who framed the Free Church, 
jre Bcrij'tunrily right, they vrcre <*t the same 
time legally, historically, arid coiiHtUutionally 
wrong. 

324. h not the connexion tchkh the Free 
\urch hold* with tfte civil power quit* incon- 
\th hrr claim of being the representative 
ancient Covenanted Church of Scotland t 

That she holds n connexion with tho 
State is char from her own words: " This 
Churcli, \ahnng highly, us .she ever has done, 
r connexion on the terms contained in tho 
tut ob, Ac** itith the State," #c.* Again, this 

• Sse Claim of Right and Protest. 
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connexion lend* her to acknowledge tlio civil 
constitution, and by her members to swear 
allegiance to it, and take part in the general 
management of affairs; and hence sin; becomes 
e< ununited to the support of that very supre- 
itoAcy which she proclaimed, at least in Iter 
own case, to be iniquitous and intolerable! 

3:25. Wherein does the TInitrd pAKSBTniBTAW 
CnunpH act unfaithfully with regard to tiki lie- 
cmcr's Headship ? 

She does so by assorting n principle which 
otonly robs the Redeetoer of the honours of 

His supremacy ovist nations, but which ntso 
exorcises a baneful influence on religion ami 
morality, and which, when followed out to itft 
legitimate results, necessarily leads to national 
infidelity. 

320. Wiat is this principle t 

It is, that, even in lauds possessing tha 
Scriptures, civil rulers — as such — have nothing 
to do with religion; and that nations — os inch 
— cau render no homage to Christ, nor in any 
way give national nmntonaucc to Ilia cause*! 
ist. Test., p. 246.) 

I a not this principle in dirtct opposition 
to Scripture ? 

Most clearly it is, as sec the passages quoted 
under questions 200, 210. 

028. h it not also subversive of the Second 
Reformation ? 
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Yes : it leads to the disowning 0 f tlir- British 
Covenants, mid renders national Covenanting 
unwarran titbit under the New 'JY-stimeiit dis- 
pciiHtition; i>nd it also refuses nations tho right 
of consecrating their power and rfcsouraos to 
religious oljecta^ 

3S9. IJoto dot9 (hi* principU txerch** a law- 
ful hxjhtoue on religion and morality? 

Political Atheism, hy inculcating religious 
neutrality, and refusing to subordinate national 
concerns to tho Divine glory, cannot fail, ulti- 
mately, to destroy tho morals as well as tho 
religion of a nation. History remarkably con* 
linns and illustrates tho declaration that " tho 
wicked walk on every side, when tho vilest 
men arc exalted." * Psalm xih 8. 

33D. What is the position of THE 0RIQ1NA^ 
Skci'.ssion Ciiuacn with re$pcct to the ifo- 
demur's Headship over nations ? 

This Church has made afuLl ami Scriptural 
declaration with regard to Christ's Headship ; 
and in general, as regards doctrine ami practice, 
nho approaches nearer t/> the ltcformed Pres- 
hyktrian Church than any other denomination; 
but, at tho samo time, .she has declared senti- 
ments which arc C|uitO inconsistent with her 

• Tho observation* made with regard to lha 
44 United Prc-Hbytorinii Churcjij " apply Willi cquitl force 
to u 'fir* AssoctATK PaBsnVriCBy ov InJtiJU*i> f " as 
that body may nov*' bo contidcrod as virtually consti- 
tuting a part of" tho United Presbyterian Church-*' 



Scriptural assertion as to the Headship of 
Christ over nations. 

331. What (8: the language c*f tho Original 
Secession Church with rt-Apcct to Chriit 9 * lleud- 
s?up over nations? 

In her 11 Testimony" she declares 41 that 
mn gist racy, like everything belonging to tho 
kiiigclbtn of Pi'OvWiJticb, is put into Christ's 
lniu<l, to bo or J creel in subserviency to the g6«l 
Of His Ghiiichv" Sin* nho maintains et that it 
is tho duty of nations and their rulers to regu- 
late tho whole of their conduct by tho will of 
God." » 

33*3. What arc her declared sentiments which 
are inconsistent mth the above statements ? 

That u tho public good of outw.nl and com- 
mon order to the glory of God" is the only 
end of inngistrncy; and that u the whole insti- 
tution nitd end of that ofJico arp cut but by, 
and lie within, tho compnss of natural princi- 
~h*. u Two inferences — inferoncoa nckiiow- 
Icdged to bo legitimate by that Chwrcli— - natu- 
"ly follow IVrnu these statements, namely: — 
at tho mnjority of a naUojx have a right to 
ei^Ct iinmnral and unscripturnl institutions; 
and also that a protesting minority is bound to 
yield allegiance to tho institutions which the 
majority may sot up. 

Whftl ohjectiom do yon bftygtigafyH the 
ririur. that " the public good of outward and 
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common order 1 ' is the only end of civit ffUtjfii- 
i racy ? 

J?ir$l, it militates against Christ'n imivorsal 
IJc-'ulsliip, by (Secluding nations from tho legis- 
lative control of tUo Redeemer ; $e&7idly 9 it is 
opposed to those passages of Scripture which 
represent civil rulers ns under obligation to 
respect the religion of Jesus (see Isa. xlix. 23 ; 
K. ; T»Kui. ii. 10— Vi ; Dan. v5L 1 1 ; 

Pstil. ixxii. 11; Rev. i. 5, Ac.); nn*\, thirdly, 
it is in direct opposition to u fundamental 
principle of tho Second Reformation. 

334; What objections do you offer against the 
''(tpeffitte that tk* minority are bound to acquiesce 
in whatever constitution " thd body politic, or 
rofyority of ft nation/' may 8ft tip? 

First, such a doctrine is opposed to right 
■ason, risit constitutes tin* ni.'tjonty pf ftttflUon 
lie arbiter of right and wrong; $ccwtdly t it is 
tmseripturol, as has been fully nhown in Chap. 
.11 f., Scc-VT. ; mid, finally, it is nt variance with 

tlic practice of the most eminent of God's sainte* 
as the " two witnesses" are represented as 
keeping themselves separate from the Anti- 
christian government of the Latin earth for a 
period of 1,260 years. (Rev. xi.) 

"Hats Ui qu/stion 330. What has been advanced 
with respoot to tho " General Assembly of tho IY015- 
byterian Church in Ireland," tho ,f Original Seces- 
sion," &C F Irtwv, for the most jiart^bo applied to tho 
"SkCKSSJOW SvNor. OV I RJ k\niV' in whoso " RpftSOns 
of Dissent" from tUo Ixitc deed of Union between the 
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335- What do you say of lho$e Churches which 
hnr« entered into allianws with the British 
Government? 

As the British Govern meat " wants those 
qualifications without which n union between 
Church and State can neither bo lawful nor 
fan* (loud" (Hist Test-, p- 171), adl those 
Churches which are confederate with it are in a 
position which is not only calculated to impede 
the free action of a Church, but which is also 
dishonouring to Gp(l, ensnaring to the con- 
science, audi in the present divided state of 
religious partiodi pullticrtlly and morally unjust. 

fJ30. Do you believe that an alluntce between 
Church and State is in itself, and in every case, 
unlawful? 

No, I <lo not Although present establish- 
ments of religion are to ho condemned as uu- 
flcriptural, it is evident that tho timo is drawing 
near when God's two grand ordinances — Mitgift- 
tracy and the Ministry — shall be harmoniously 
united, 6ach in its own sphere, to promote the 
Divine glory and the present and -eternal well- 
being of mau. 

Secession Synod and the Synod of Ulster, wo do not 
diHCOver nay very tangible ground of different ho- 
tween that body and tho « General Assembly," ^Uh 
the exception of an 'upparont desire for a higher 
degree of knowledge w>d uniformity in the. faith, on 
the port of tho office-hearers of tho church, and also 
with rcspoct to coclc&iixstkal discipline. 
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337. Whm may an alliance between Church 
and State le lawfully entered into? 

When the parties entering into tho nlliiineo 
are posse&sod of a Scriptural character, and 
the terms of the alliance arc also Scriptural. 

0$o 4 I fas not the Reformed Presbyterian 

huwh alwityt maintained (he establishment 
irindple % uhiU ttt the mm* time *hr has refuted 
to partake <f (hose corrupting bribes which are 
held forth by an wucriptnral government? 

Yes: tho ministers of this Church in Ire- 
land have inner nski-ii fur, mid would not 
accept of, labium Donuui, which is freely di&« 

poured to othqr Dissenters* 

830. On what grounds do you red the heltef 
Ihrtl tlif prhwiplti of the Second Jlrformtftion 
fhtiit yet tirltiuively prevail, and that oilier 
Vre&hytyiw bodicti Will be ted ultimately to 
tmume the position occupied by the Ibf owned 
*rt$tijtirian Church? 

Tills coimotioq 3s grounded, fmt t on the 
fftfll iliai tbo principles "t Uiat Reformation 
nro Scriptural; wamdtg, on the reioarkaMo 
liaturo of tlu ir \n\hi buccOhs; thirdly, on the 
folTonl pniyors and expressed hopes of many 
nmrtyrn in relation to their futiiro oxtonsiou; 
JXi\A $ flnttUy,oi\ iht ir peculiar ndnptation to resist 
lllO lloodri of error and turn back the tiTh: of 
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Popish aggression wlikh have set in upon our 
guilty land. It is now the imperative duty oi 
the friends of Protestantism to join, ad one 
man, in the deutli-cry of the martyred Guthrk?, 
when from the scaffold he exclaimed, "Tut: 
Covenants, 'inn Covkn-ants, shall, y&t m: 
Scotlani/.s" (and may we not also add, J3ii- 
dnV?) "luimwo." 
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